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■ BRITISH PLUTARCH. 


The L IF E or 

'Cloudf'Sly Shovel. 

evpcneneed fcaman wh 
‘ born in the year 1650, of pa- 
rents kot in middling circiim- 
llanccs, who, having expefta- 
tions from a relation of theiis 
called ’Clou Jefly, bellowed that 
naDH^Mn their fon, with a view of recom- 






and to this ttade he applied^ himfelf for fomc 
^ars ; but being of an afpiring genius an# 

Uttaxpa^ laikrislia Pol^iio 

Aesa. 
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. finding no likeliliood of raifing his fortune 
this way, he went to lea as a cabin-boy, un- 
der Sir Chriftopher Mynns; when, after afii- 
duouily ftudying navigation, for which he had 
a natural turn, loon became an able Teaman, 
and quickly arrived at preferment, efpeciall/ 
from the recommendation of the famous Sir 
John Narborouph, who having, by mere dint 
of capacity, raifed himfelf to the higheft ho- 
jiouis of his piofcffion^ was the generous pa- 
tron of thofe in whom he difcoveied any ex- 
traordinaiy merit. 

After the conclufion of the fecond Dutch 
ivar, our merchants were much harafled in 
the Mediterranean, by the Tripohtan cor- 
lairs, notwithftanding the feveral treaties of 

J eace concluded wWit {hem. As foon as the 
ing, Charles 11. in found himfclf at 

Icilure, he Tent a ilrong Tquadien into thofe 
paiti, under Sir John Naibdrou'^'i??*t^liO ar- 
nved before Tripoli in the Ipringot tliA )car ; 
where, from the appearance of the enemy’s 
llrength, and the nature of his inllruflions, 
which dire£ied him to tiy ntgociation rather 
than force, he was induced to fend to the dey 
of Tripoli, a peifon in whole capacity he could 
confide, with moderate terms of ac^gmai^a- 
tion, only to defire fatisfadion foi whatwas 
paft, and fecunty for the future. The admi- 
nd pitched on Mr. Shovel to deliver this mef- 
fige, which he did with uncommon Ipirit ; 
Attt the dey, from a contempt of his youth» 

treated 
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treated him very difrerpeflfuHy, and at the 
(affie time difixiiiTed him with an indefinite an- 
-fwer. -«*• 

Mr. ShoveL on his return, acquainted Sir 
John with the remarks he made on Ihore, and 
was fent back again with another meflage, in- 
ftrufled with proper rules for further enquiry^ 
and obfervation. The dey treated Mr. Shovel 
worfe the fecond time ; but he bore it pati- 
ently, and made ufe of it as an excule for ftay- 
ing longer on fhore. 

When he came back, he alTured the admi^ 
ral, that, notwithllanding the lines and forts« 
it was pradlicable to burn the (hips in the har- 
bour. Accordingly, lieutenant Shove), with 
all the boats filled with combuftibles, boldly 
entered the port in t^^]!|ht of the fourth* of 
March, 1675, ai|/^ertormcd this iervice, 
with a degree of luccefs which is hardly con- 

N(|r was it long before Mr. Shovel was 
rewaraed for his behaviour ; for the honoura- 
ble mentioa made of it by Sir John, in all his 
ktters, Mr. Shovel was, the next year, 1676, 
made commander of the Saphire, a fifth rate; 
and foon after removed to the James galie)', a 
four^Si^te ; where he continued till the death 
vl^Dg Charles II. 

Prudential reaibns induced king James to 
employ captain Shovel, who, though he was 
far from being acceptable to him, had the 
command of the Dover, a fourth rate, given 
B 2 to 



4 BRITISH PLUTARCH, 
to him ; and in this fituation was ke at the re« 
rolutioD. 

This event, fo agreeable to the captain’s 
own fentiments, added to his adlivity, being 
almoft in every engagement during that reign, 
rendered him very popular ; for, in the en- 
gagement oOautry-bay,hedillingui(hed him- 
lelf fi) much, by his courage and condudl, in 
the Edgar, a third rate, that upon king Wil- 
liam’s coming down to Portfmouth, h^c was 
pTeafed to confer on him the honour of knight- 
hood : and being employed, in June, ]69f,> 
to convoy king William and his army to Ire- 
land, his majelly was fo highly pleafed with his 
indefatigable care and condu^, that he not 
only appointed him rcar*admiral of the blue, 
but alio delivered his commiilion with his 
own hands. 

On the tenth of July, lohg William receiv- 
ing intelligence that the cnett^-' to 

i^pd above twenty fmall frigates imo Su 
George’s channel, in order to burn thenranf- 
|>orts, he was ordered to cruize off SclRy, or 
in .fuch nation as he Ihould think proper for 
preventing that defign. This he accordingly 
did till the twenty-hrn of July, without meet- 
ing with any thing remarkable; and t^gnwas 
joined by the Dover and Expenmen 
..coalt of Ireland, with a ketch which came out 
of Kinfale, on board of which were feveral of- 
ficers* who were following king James into 
France, to accompany him in his intended de- 
tfQCnt on England. 


Sir 
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Sir Cloudefly failed afterwards to Kinfale^ 
wheie he foon had an opportunity of demon - 
ftratinf^ his zeal for the fervice. General 
Kirkc being, with a fmall number of men be- 
fore the ffrong town of Watcrfoid, could not 
take it, by teafon of a numerous garrifon in 
Duncannon- cattle, commanded by general 
Bourk : who gave out, that he would defend 
both the fort and the town to the latt extre- 
mitv, and as long as one ftonc remained upon 
another. 

Sir Cloudefly rightly judging, that this bra- 
very, in a great meafure, arofe fi'om the intel- 
ligence he had, that Mr. Kirke had not a An- 
gle cannon, font the latter word, that ho 
would aflitt him not only with guns, but boats 
and men from his.fqa|^?.-on : which propofition 
being accepted by xj/k general, the former for- 
rendered the place before fo much as one ftone 
was btyt trom another. 

Thf remainder of this year Sir Cloudefly 
fpent giottly in cruizing, till he was ordered to 
join Sir (icoigc Rooke’s fquadron; which con- 
voyed kir,^ \Villi:ini from Holland, and did 
not return to the Downs till January follow* 
ing. 

Sir Cloudefly’s happinefi, that, a» 
iijs coursge and finccrity were equally unquef- 
tionable, and his fcrvices were v\cll intended, 
they generally were well received ; fo that, if 
at any time be mifled of fuccefs, no body ever 
pretended to lay any imputations ou his con^ 
B 3 dudb 
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duft. For this reafon it gave the people very 
great fatisfadion, when the king, in the fpring 
fit that year, 1692, before his fetring out for 
Holland, declared him rear admiral of the red» 
and al!b commander of the fquadron which 
was to convey him thither. 

On the admiiars return, he joined the 
grand fleet under admiral RuiTel, and had no 
Small (hare in the glorious vidory at la Hegue ; 
for the French, after an engagement of iome 
hours, breaking their line, and Tourville their 
admiral towing aw'ay northward, the Englilh 
admiral gave the fignal for chafing, when it 
was difeovered that all the enemy retired ; at 
the fame time, feveral bioadfides were heard 
to the well ward, though the fhips that fired 
were not to be fecn^s .'^his proved to be the 
trave Sir Cloudvfiy, wli(\ having weathered 
tlie admiral’s own fquadron, got between them 
and their admiral of the blue^“TOl''ft^g on 
the French for fome lime, boih Tourvi 1 J*e and 
the admiral r#f that fquadron came to an an- 
chor, but could not fee each other by leaibn of 
the thicknefs cf the weather. & 

In the fuccteding year, 1693, the fleet was 
put under the joint command of Sir Cloudefly 
Shovel, Kiliigrew, and Delaval, rhe^JjttQ^t- 
ter declared tories, and the fqrmera deternmftfi 
whig; who, from a mature conflderation of 
the orders they had received from the courts 
and the bad condition of the fleet at that 
time, might, though of political principlea. 

diamctxi- 
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diametrically qgpofite, agree in this, that a 
cautious execution of their inftiu£lions, was 
the fafcft method they could take ; fo that 
there was no great rcaibn for the ludicrous 
pidlure, publifhed at this time by the Dutch, 
in which the taking of the Smyrna fleet was 
reprefented at a diftance, and Sir Cloudefly 
Shovel on board his own (hip, with his hands 
tied behind him, each of his colleagues hold* 
ing one end of the cord ; as if he would have 
prevented this misfoitu^ie, had not Killcgrew 
and Delaval prevented him. 

But Sir Cloudefly Shovel, upon an enquiry 
in parliament, defended both his colleagues 
and himfelf at the bar of the houfe, by fo 
clear and plain an account of the matter, that 
all people were fatisfied the commanders were 
innocent in point ^'^'treachery, which had 
been aiferted by a ^te of the houfe of com- 
mons. 

Sir ^Joudefly^s charafler, however, remaliv- 
ing unimpeached, we find him again, in the 
year 1694, employed in the Channel, and on 
the coaii pf France, as vice-admiral of the 
red, under the command of lord Berkley, ad- 
miral of the blue, in the expe'.:ition to Car- 
marct bay ; of which an account has been al- 
rjacty^gWen; and we (ball only add, that Sir 
Cloudefly diflinguiflied himfelf by his dextrous 
embarkation of the forces fent on that unfortu- 
nate attempt ; as alfo, when, on their return 
10 England^ the fleet was again fent upon the 
4 FVcnch 
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French coail, to bombard Dieppe and other 
pjaces. 

Towards the clofe of the feafon, lord Berk- 
ley going to London, the command devolved 
v\\ Sir Cloudefly ; at which time, by his ma- 
jcily’s exprefs command, he undertook ihe 
bombardment of Dunkirk ; but this attempt 
proved unfuccefsful by the ikill of the enai- 
neer : and, to ihew that no blame could be 
laid on him, he went with a boat within the . 
enemy’s works ; where he was an eyc-witnefs- 
of'the impoiTibility of executing his orders:, 
for which reafon, on his return home, he was 
perfe^ly well received, and continued to be . 
employed. He bore his iharc in the remaining 
pai t of the war, and, after the .conclufion of 
the peace of Ryfwick^ was alwayscon* . 
ftlted by his niajefly mari^ime affairs. . 

lu the beginning of thh* queen’s reign, he. 
feems not to have been much 
ibcreiore, though admiral of the whitl, was 
not employed in any thing of importancJ-, till, 
m 1702, he was fent to Vigo after Sir George. 
Rooke had taken that place, in order to con« 
voy home the fpoils of the Spanifh and French . 
fleets. 

Here he performed every thing with his 
Hfual zeal and diligence ; for, on hls'^alhc'^l 
at Vigo, on the fixteemii of Uctober, he nfed 
fuch dirpatUi, that he carried off whatever 
could U* bioisght home ; burnt the reft ; and, 
nctwithiljiiJiog the foiiincL of .the ihips, the, 
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flormy weather, and incumbrance of prizes, 
he arrived fafe in the Downs on the fcventh of 
November. 

In confcquence of this fervice, the court 
refolved to employ him in the moft moment- 
ous affairs for the future; fo that, in 1703, 
the command of the grand fleet up the 
Streights was conferred on him ; where he did 
every thing in his power : for, though his in-* 
ftruAions were very large, yet he wanted force 
to accomplifh any part of what they contained* 
Such conjundures as thefe arc the touchftone' 
of an admiral’s fkiil and capacity, of which*- 
Sir Cloudefly gave eminent proofs in this ex- 
pedition ; for he protefled our trade from all* 
attempts of the French ; did all in his power 
for the relief of the Pror^*ftants in Cevennois; 
he countenanced of the Italian princes 
and Hates as were favourable to the caufe of 
the • • ""'d ftruclc fuch A panic into thofe 
of th^'m v/.io were fiicnds to the french, ttfal 
they duiilnot perform what they had promifed 
to that court. 

This l;e did with a fleet indiffefcntly man- 
ned, and Hill worfc vi^ualled; infomuch that 
when the management of our maritime afl airs 
was fevercly ccnfui'cd that year in the houfe of 
-d, all parties agreed Sir Cloudefly had 
done his duty in every refpeft. 

In 1704, Sir George Rookc having the 
command of the grand fleet i.a the Mediterra- 
nean, Sir Cloudefly was fent with a powerful 
B 5 fqnadrOA> 
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quadron to reinforce him ; and, by joining 
tire fleet in the midft of the month of June* 
ivas very inflrumental in the fuccefs which 
followed : as thereby difappointing all the 
French fchemes, though that nation boafled, 
they ihould be able, that fommer, to reflore 
their maritime power, land give-law to the al- 
lies at fea. 

He bore a part in the glorious adion at Ma- 
laga on the thirteenth of Augufl, 1700 ; in 
which he behaved with the utmofl bravery, and 
•iiad the good fortune to efcape very well, tho’, 
as he him&lf writ in his letter, he never in 
his life took more pains to be well beat : and 
was far from aflfuming to himfelf the glory of 
beating the French, while Sir George Rooke 
only looked on, or fought at a diflance ; the 
contrary of which is evidiot from his own let- 
ter. After this viAory, which happened in 
the year 1705, the French never J|jju[g.(ace our 
fleets. \ 

'Upon Sir Cloudefly Shovel’s return, he was 
prefented to the queen by prince George, as 
lord- high-admiral, and was very graciouily re- 
ceived ; and next year, it becoming neceffary 
to fend both a fleet and army into Spain, he 
accepted of the joint-command of the former 
with the carl of Peterborough. •- 

Accordingly, in June, arriving at Lilbon 
with the fleet, which confllled oi twenty-nine 
line of battle (hips, towards the end of that 
month he iailedfrom thence to Catalonia, and 

on 
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•n the twelfth of Auguft came before Baree« 
Iona, where the ikgc of that place had been 
yndertaken by the Engliih armyt though very 
little fuperior to tlie garrifon withia the 
town« 

Never was a more onto ward fituation than 
that in which Sir Cloudefly found himfelf 
here ; for, befides a di^rence of opinion- 
which prevailed among the land-ofiicers, con- 
cerning the impracticability ol the icheme, and 
the prince of iiefle and the earl of Peterbo* 
rough diiagreeing, all things neceffary tor car*- 
rying on the iiege were wanting ; lb that theic 
whole dependance was on admiral Shovel ; 
nor was that great man wanting in his zeal for 
the fervice of the public : he fnpplied the bat- 
teries both with guns and men, and the army 
with military-Hores ih Ihort, it was princU 
pally owing to hhb that the place was then 
taken. 

Sir Cloudefly was alfo commander the neict 
year, 1706, bat did not arrive at Lilbon befbre 
the month of November : he, however, did 
all tl^t could be expe^cd from him, though 
his endeavours had not the wiihed-for fuccefs. 
The generals and favourites of king Charles 
were lb divided in their fentiments, that no* 
.Jthing could be expelled from their councils ; 
nor was it in the power of Sir Cloudefly to 
bring about a reconciliation between the^ 
though the whole luccels, and even the placing 
their'mafteron the throne of Spain^ ablblutel/ 
depended upon it. 

B 6 At 



n BRITISH PLUTARCH: 

At the beginning the year 1707, Sir 
Cloudeily had difpoied every thing in the mod 
advantageous manner poiTitde for fecuring Ali-** 

9 had probably fucceeded, had not the 
troops, by an order from England, again em^ 
harked for the expedition againft Toulon. 

This attempt on Toulon, was the laft fer- 
vice Sir Cloudefly ever performed ; for having 
kft at Gibraltar three fifth rates, andone fixth>. 
for the fecurity of the coafls of Italy, under 
the command of Sir Thomas Dilkes, he failed; 
xvith ten (hips of the line, five frigates, four 
iirelliips, a (loop, and a yatcht, for England. 

On the morning of the twenty-fecond of 
O^ober, the fleet came into the foundings* 
and lay- to about noon. At fix in the evening 
the admiral made fail $ bat fcon after, feverat 
of the licet, and, amoingv the reft, the admi- 
ralVs own fhip, made ilgndis of dillrefs, and. 
]>rcfently ftruck upon the rocks of SeiJIy. The 
Royal Anne, commanded by Sir George 
Byiig, was near (haring the fame fate, one of 
the rocks being clofe under her main cUnins ; 
lior were the (hips of Sir John Norris and lord 
DurfJey at any great diftance. Several young 
gentlemen of quality were on board the admi- 
rals ihip, and periled with him. 

To what this unhappy accident was owing, 
is ftill a fecret ; that they, wore all miJlaken in 
their reckoning is evident, but how fuch a fa- 
tal mi flake happened wa$ never known. A 
report indeed prevailed at that time, that the 
principal part of the crews had got drunk for 

joy 
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jiyy of their being fo near their country ; but 
it is not natural to think that the officers, efpe- 
cially thofe who direfled the (hip’s courfe,. 
could be guilty of fuch an unguarded adioAj 
whatever the common Tailors might. 

The neitt day the body of Sir CloudeQy was 
thrown upon the (hore of one of the iilands of 
Scilly, where he was found by fome fifhermen» 
who, after dripping him, and taking from his 
finger an emerald ring of great value, buried 
him in the fand. But Mr. Padon, ^urfer of 
the Arundel, being on (h6re in the ifland, and 
hearing that fuch a ring had been found, fent 
for the perfons, and, after declaring the ring 
belonged to Sir Cloudefly Shovel, obliged 
them to difeover where they had buried the 
body; which he took op, and brought it in 
his own Chip to P9 ifmouth, from whence it 
was conveyed to London, and depofited with 
great funeral pomp in Wedminder‘abbey ; 
where a codly monument of white marble was 
afterwards erefled, by the queen’s particular 
ordcri to convey to poderity the memory of a 
man w'ho^had done fuch eminent fervice to his 
country. 

Sir Cloudefly Shovel was an accomplifhed 
Ica-offiCer, and always difeharged the crud re- 
ftofed in him with the greated honour and in- 
tegrity : he was a true lover of his country, 
and always exerted himfelf for the honour of 
his fovereign. In private life, he was an indul- 
gent hufband, a tender parent, and a fincere 
friend ; it is therefore no wonder, that few 
2 men 
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men ever lived more beloved* or died more 

lamented. 

He married the widow of Sir John Narbo* 
rough* his great fiiend and patron $ and left* 
at his death* two daughters; the eldeft bf 
whom married lord Romney* and the youngeft 
Sir Narborottgh d*Aetb* baronet. 
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Thb life or 


.Joseph Addison. 


J d9ii^HAoDisoNt /on of Lancelot Addifi>n» 
dean of Litchfield> was born at Milftonr* 
near Ambros-bury, in the county of Wilts, of 
which place his father was then refior, on 
the firft of M^y, 1672 ; and, beins not thoaght 
lA;ely to live, was baprtsed on uieflusieoayt 
as appears from the church-regifter. 

One may juftly wonder, that, in the ac- 
count given of Mr. Addilbn, in Wood^s hi- 
ilory 0? the Oxford writers, his true age flioald 
be kt down, and yet that ir fitould efcape 
Mr* Tickell. This is of Tome importancpp 
becaufe it changes the whole chronology of his 
Sife^ and that too in favour of the author. He 
hocame a^demy of Mggdalen College in Ox- 
llord, by merit, at the age of feventeen. Is not 
the bare relation of this the higheft panegyric 
On Mr. Addifon f It was here he became ac- 
quainted with Mr. SachevereH, who iras ex- 
siAIy of hts own age, and of a very promifing 
gemns too» fince we find a tranlhtion of part 
of the firft Oeorgic of Virgil, inferted in the 
Examen Pocticum, for the year 1693* the 

iiuae 
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fame volume in which Mr. Addiron*s fir.lt En^ 
glilh verfes appeared ; and, as Mr. Addifon’s 
verfes were addrelTed to Mr. Dryden, fo Mr. 
SachevcrcH’s tranflation was dedicated to him. 
Thofe who remembered Mr. Addifon at col- 
lege, affirmed, that his temper was the fame 
it appeared ever afterwards ; that is to fay, his 
abilities were exceededed by nothing but his 
modelly. 

When he grew up to an age fit for going to 
fchool, he was put under the care of the reve- 
Tend Mr. Nailh, at Ambros-bury. .He was 
afterwards removed to a fchool at Sali(bury> 
taught by the reverend Mr. Taylor; and 
thence to the Charter houfe, where he was un- 
der the tuition of the learned Dr. Ellis, and 
where he contraAed an intimacy with Mr. 
Steele, afterwards Sir Richard, which lalled aa 
long as Mr. Addifun lived. 

He was not above fifteen when he went to 
the univeiTity of Oxford, where he was en- 
tt;Ted of Queen’s College, in which his father 
had (ludied. He clofely addiAed hintfelf at 
this time with fuch diligence to claffical learn- 
ing, that be acquired an elegant Latin ftyle 
beiore he arrived at that age in which lad^ 
ufualiy- begin to write good Engliih. 

A paper of his verfes in that tongue, fell, 
by accident, in the year 1687, into the hands 
of Dr. Lancaller, dean of Magdalen College, 
who was fo well pleafed with them, that he 
. immediately procured their author’s elcAion 

into. 
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Ivxo that hoiife, where he took his degrees 6 f 
bachelor and mailer of arts. 

His Latin poetry, in the coorfe of a few 
years, was exceedingly admired in both tha 
univerfities, and juflly gained him the reputa- 
tion of a great poet before his name was fo 
much as known in town. 

It is not Very certain at what age oar author 
wrote fome of the Latin poems which have 
been publiflied ; however, they were certainly 
written very .early, and they ftill retain that 
high eAeem which was firH conceived of them. 
They were piiblifhed in the fccond* volume of 
Mufarum Anglicaharum Analefla, feu Poemata 
qusedam mehoris notae, feo hadlenus inedita^' 
feu fparfim edita. They were eight in all) 
but very probably they are not placed in the 
order of time in which they were Written.—- 
I. Pax Golielmi Airfpiciis Europs rcdditS) 
1697 ; i. e. Peace uncbr the Aufpkc of Wil- 
liam reilored to Europe. 2« Baromrtrj De« 
fcHptio ; i. e, A Defcription of the Barome- 
ter. <9. iirrMAiorfiPANOMAXiA, five Prse- 
liom inter Pigmaeos Se Gruc*- commifTum ; i. e. 
A Battle between the Pigmies and the Cranes. 
4.. RefurreOio dcHneata ad alt* re Coll. Magd. 
Oxon. i. e, A Poem upon the Refurreftioiii; 
being a Defcription of the Painting over the 
Altar in Magdalen Coilctre at .Oxford. 5. 
SphaBrifierium ; i. e. the Bowling-green. 6, 
Ad D. D. Uannes infignifiimum Medicutn Se 
P&etem ; i. e. To Dr.. Hanne$, an excellcna 

phyfician. 
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Phyfician and Pont, an Ode. 7. Machinae 
gefiiculantes, Anglice; A Fuppet-(how. 8. 
Ad infigniflimum Virum D. T* Burnettunif 
Slacrae Theorias Telluris Autborem; i.e* To 
the celebrated Dr. Thomas Burnet, Author of 
the Theory of the Earth, an Ode.— — Thcfe 
poems have been tranflated into Engliih by 
Dr. George Sewell, of Peter houfe, Cambridge; 
Mr. Newcomb, and Nicholas Amhurft, efqrs. 
both of Oxford. 

He was twenty-two years of age before he 
publifhed any thing in our language, and then 
came abroad a copy of verfcs ^drefled to Mr. 
Dryden ; which procured him xmmediatelyi 
and that very deiervedly, from the belt judges 
in that nice age, a great reputation, being as 
corrt6t and perfefi as any thing which even 
himfeJf afterwards produced. 

Some little fpace intervening, he fent into 
the world a tran nation of the fourth Georgic 
of Virgil (omittirrg the Itory of Ariftaeus) ex* 
ceedingly commended by Mr. Dryden. Ht 
wrote alfo that dilcourfe on the Georgies which 
it prefixed to them, by way of preface, in Mr. 
Dryden ’s (rsnllacion, and is allowed to be 
one of the juHeft pieces of criticilm in our own 
or in any other language. 

It would be equally tedious and impertinent 
to dwell in this place on every little piece pub« 
lifted by our author. It is a kind of charity 
to illullratc the beauties of an obfeure author, 
but to us it appears a fort of deuaftion, to 

fuppofe 
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fuppofe that the worth of any of Mr. Addiibn’s 
poems Ihould be unknown to our readers: we 
will therefore confine onrfelves to fuch parts of 
his works as have any circumitances relating 
to them which ought to be prefervcd, as a 
kind of hiftorical commentary* for the ufe ra« 
ther of poficrity than of the prefent times. 

Mr. Tickell* in his preface to the works 
of Mr. Addifon, expreffcs a kind of forprize* 
that Mr. Dryden* who fo readily owned the 
vcrfion of the fourth Georgic fent him by Mr. 
Addifon* ihould not take notice of his having 
communicated the EfTay on the Georgies, itnee 
it came from the fame hand. 

Sir Richard Steele took occafion to vindi- 
cate Mr. Dryden* by ihewing* firfl, that the 
EfTay upon the Georgies* is tne fame with the 
preface prefixed to thofe poems in Mr. Dry* 
den^s tranflation ofi Virgil’s works ; which* fe« 
condly, is owned to have cctne from a friends 
wbofe name is not mentioned becaufe he de« 
filed to have it concealed. 

if aaiy one (liould enquire* why Mr. Addi« 
fon was Q^ncent the world (hould know he 
tranflated one of Virgil’s Georgies* and at the 
fame time defired to conceal bis writing what 
Mr. Dryden placed as a preface to his tranfla* 
tion of the Georgies* it will be no difficult 
thing to fatisfy him. The verfion was what 
many people had done* and any body might 
do* but the efiay was an untryed ilrain of cri* 
ticifm* which bore a little hard on the old 

proftfflbrs 
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profeffors of that art, and therefore was not fa 
hr for a young man to take npon himfelf. In 
this light, Mr. Dryden’sjuftice, and Mr. Ad- 
difon’f prudence, are alike confpicuous. The 
former was above affuming unjuftly the praife 
of other people's writings ; and the latter was 
remarkable for keeping lo flri6l a rein upon his 
wit, that it never got the fiart of his wifdom. 

The next year he wrote feveral poems of dif- 
ferent kinds; amongft the red, one, dated the 
third of April, 1694, dircdled to Mr. H. S.' 
that is, Henry Sachevercll, who was after- 
wards fo famous. 

Among all cur author's poems, there is not 
one whiph is more properly an original, than 
this account of the greateft Englifh poets, to' 
Mr. Henry Sachcvefell ; nor will a judicious*^ 
reader find more pleafure in reading any of his 
works, than in perufing this. The judgment 
of a great poet on the writings of his prede- 
cqflbrsi written in the dawn of his days, when, 
without doubt, he fpokc more freely than he 
would afterwards have done, muft alw^ys be 
confidered as a curiofity. • 

We fhould not however have (lopped at this 
poem, had it not been to quote fome lines 
from it, which, if caiefully confidered, feem 
to carry in them fome memoirs of our author’s 
life. 

Towards the conclufion of the poem, he 

&YB, 
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Congreve, whofe fancy’s unexhaufted (lore 
Has given already much, and promis’d more, 
Congreve (ball ftill prcierve thy fame alive. 
And Dryden’s mufe (hall in his friend furvive. 

Fm tir’d with rhyming, and wou’d fain give 
o’er, 

But juftice ftill demands one labour more ; 
The noble Montagu remains unnam’d. 

For wit, for humour, and for judgment (am’J* 
To Doriet he directs his artful mufe 
In numbers, fuch as Dorfet’s felf might ufe. 
How negligently graceful he unreins 
His verfe, and writes in loofe familiar drains. 
How Naffau’s godlike ads adorns his lines, 
And all the hero in full glory (hines. 

We fee his armies fet in juft array. 

And Boyne’s dy’d waves run purple to the lea. 
Nor Simois, choak’dwith men, and arms, and 
blood, 

Nor rapid Xanthus’ celebrated flood. 

Shall linger be the poet’s higheft themes, 
Thu’ gods and heroes fought promifeuous in 
their ftreams : 

But now to Naflau’s fecrct councils rais’d. 

He the hero whom before he prais’d. 

Two remarks may be made on che& lines : 
the firft, that Mr. Congreve, about this time, 
had introduced Mr. Addifon to the acquaint- 
ance of the chancellor of the Exchequer, as Sir 

' Richard 
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Richard Steele informs us ; the other» that 
Mr. Sachevereli had not as yet any qualms 
about the revolutiooi othcrwife his friend 
would not have wrote to him in thefe terms. 
This is very honourable for our author, lince 
it makes it dear, that, when he differed after- 
wards with this gentleman, he did not dtfier 
from himfelf, but adhered to thofe principles 
which Sachevereli had deferted. 

The following year he began to have higher 
views, which diftovered themfelves in a poem 
to king William, on one of his campaigns, ad- 
dreffed to the lord-keeper Sir John Somers. 

That judicious (latefman received this mark 
of a young author’s attachment with great hu- 
manity ; took Mr. Addifon thenceforward into 
the number of his friends ; and gave him, up- 
on all occafions, iignal proofs of a fincere 
efteem. 

He had been very preflingly follicited, while 
at the oniveriity, to enter into holy orders ; 
which he Teemed once rcfolved on, probably 
in refpeft to his father ; but his great s^iodefty 
inclining him to doubt of his own abilities, he 
receded from his choice, and, having (hewn 
an inclination to travel, his before-mentioned 
patron, out of zeal for his country, as well as 
refped to Mr. Addifon, procured him from 
thp crown an annual penfion of three hundred 
pounds ; which enabled him to make a tour 
to Italy in the latter end of 1699. 


This 
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This condu£fc of Mr. Addiron> with relpedi: 
to the prieftbood, hath occafioned fome dii^ 
pute. Let us fupport* however, what already 
IS advanced ; vi%. that he had once made a 
kind of refolution to go into orders. His own 
words will beft prove this : he concludes the 
poem to Mr. Sacheverell thus . 

IVe done at length ; and now, dear friendf 
receive 

The laft poor prefent that my mufe can give. 

1 leave the arts of poetry and verfe 
To them that pradtiie them with morefuccefs : 
Of greater truths Til now prepare to tell. 

And fo, at once, dear friend, and mufe, fare* 
well, 

Mr. Tickell, fpeaking of thefe lines, adds, 
after telling us that he munded this refolution 
on the importunities of his father, the follow* 
ing account of his abandoning that dcfign. 

** His remarkable ferioafnefs and modefty, 
which might have been urged as powerful rea« 
ions for his chuiing that life, proved the chief 
obdacies to it. Thefe qualities, by which the 
prieiUiood is fo much adorned, reprefented the 
duties of it as too weighty for him, and ren- 
dered him ilill more worthy of thar honour 
which they made him decline.** 

Sir Richard Steele, fpeaking to Mr.. Con- 
greve of this paiTage, fays, 


Thefe 
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<* Thefe, yoa know very well, were not 
tke reafons which made Mr. Addifon turn fais 
thoughts to the civil world ; and, as yoa 
were the inducement of his becoming ac- 
quainted with my lord Hallifax, I doubt not 
but you remember the warm inftances that no- 
ble lord made to the head of «the college, not 
to infill upon Mr. AddifonV going into or- 
ders : his arguments were founded upon the 

E -al pravity and corruption of men of bu- 
, who wanted liberal education ; and £ 
eem ember, as if I had read the letter yefler- 
day^ that my lord ended with a compliment, 
that, however he might be reprefented as no 
friend to the church, he would never do it any 
other injury, than keeping Mr. Addifon out 
of it. The cortention for this man, in his 
«arly years, among the ppople of the greateft 
power, Mr. Secretary' Tickell, the executor 
for his fame, is pleated to aferibe Co a ferious 
vifage and uiodeAy of behaviour.” 

This lail lemark is equally ill-natured knd 
ill-founded. Sir Richard intioduccs Mr. Ad- 
difon’s vifage ; but the feriournefs Mr. Tick- 
cll fpf^kc of, was the quality qf his mind. 
The gcntlensan accounts for Mr. Addifon’s 
qnitting his rdbluOor. ; the knighc talks of 
the pains other people took to prevent his 
fbllowihg it : boih the acc-oai be 

true, but there w.ii n:\ ^.ty ‘br snierting 
either in our account *:U ; though it 

would 
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would have been wrong not to have acquainted 
At reader with To remarkable a paiTage. 

Mis Latin poernsj^ dedicated to Mt. Monta* 
gu, then chancellor of the Exchequer, were 
printed, before his departure, in. the Mufje 
Anglicans ; and were as much admired abroad 
as they could poflibly be at home, particularly 
by the great Soileau, who fpoke of them in 
very obliging ^erms, and who was known to 
be both an able judge and one incafpable pf 
partiality. 

It is from Mr. Tickell that we learn this 
circumdance in relation to Soileau { it is 
therefore proper the reader fhould fee his own 
words. 

** His country owes it to him (Mr. Ad- 
difon) that the famous Monfieur Soileau firfe 
conceived an opinion of the Englifli genius for 
poetry, by pe^'afing the prefent he made him 
of the Mufas Anglicaux. It has been cur*' 
rently r^)orted, that this famous French poet, 
among cne civilities he (hewed Mr. Addifon 
on that occdlion, affirmed. That he would not 
have written againit Perrault, had he before 
feen fuch excellent pieces written by a modern 
hand. ^ 

Such a faying would have been imperti* 
nent, and unworthy Boileau, whofe difpute 
with Perrault turned chiefly upon feme pa(^ 
fages in the antients, which he refeued from 
the mifreprefeutations of his adverfary. 

VOL.X, C 
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** The true and natural compliment made 
by him, was, That thofe books had given him 
a very ne^ idea of the Engli(h politenefs ; and 
that he did not queflioh, but there were excel- 
lent compoficions in the native language of a 
country that pofTe/Ted the Roman genius in fo 
eminent a degree.” 

In 1701, Mr. Addifcn wrote from Italy an 
«pillolapy poem to Montagu, ‘lord Halifax. 
This was moll judly admired as a hnilhed 
piece of its kind ; and indeed fome have pro- 
nounced it the very bell of Mr. Addifon’s per- 
formances. 

This poem was tranllated by the abbot An- 
tonio Maria Salvini, Greek profclTor at Flo- 
rence, into Italian verfe ; which tranllation Is 
printed with the original, in Mr. Tickdl’s 
quarto edition of Mr. Addifon's works. 

It is not to be wondered that this poem is 
ki the higbell eileem in Italy, fince there are 
* in it the belt turned compliments on that coun- 
try that are to be found in any language. Add 
to this, that the Italians mull naturally ap- 
prehend their force, as well or better than our- 
•felves, on account of their familiarity with the 
objefls therein deferibed. It may likewifc be 
cbferved, that the opening of this poem is pe- 
culiarly graceful, and alike honourable, for 
the writer and the patron. 


While 
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While you» my lord, the rural fliades admire^ 
And frooi Britannia’s public polls retire; 

Nor longer, her ^ungrateful ions to plcaie. 

For their advantage facrifice yoor eafe; 

Me into foreign realms my fate conveys, 
Through nations fruitful of immortal lays ; 
Where the foft feafon, and inviting clime, 
Confpire to trouble your repofe with rhyme. 

Lord Halifax had that year been impeached 
by the commons in parliament, for procuring 
exorbitant grants from the crown to bis own 
ufe ; and farther charged, with cutting down 
and walling the timber in his niajelly’s forefts, 
and with holding feveral offices in the Exche- 
quer, that were inconfiAent, and defigned as 
checks upon each other. The commons had 
Hhewiie addrcflcd the king,* to remove him 
from his counfels and prefence for ever. 

Thefc were the oaufes of his retiring, and 
Mr. Addifon’s addrefs at this time is a noble 
proof ()f his gratitude, as the manner of it 
will be a Itflling monument of bis good fenfe; 
In four lines he has handled a topic, the niceft 
that could be ; and in four more makes a tran* 
fith*.! to his fubjed naturally, and without pre- 
cipitation. 

On his return, he publiibed ah a&ount of 
his travels, which he dedicated to his patron 
the lord Somers. 


C a 
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In our author’s Dedication of his Travels to 
the the right honourable John, lord Somerst 
he takes an opportunity of paying his lordihip 
one of the fin^ and bieft turned compliments 
that ever entered a dedication ; inafmocb ast 
in a Angle paragraph, the patron, thefubjeft, 
and the client, are all connefled with the 
greateft propriety in point of thought, and the 
greateft beauty in re^rd to fiile. 

I had^” fays he, “ a very early ambition 
to recommend myftif to your lordfliip’s patron- 
age, which yetencreafed in me', as 1 travelled 
tlirough the countries, of which I here give 
your lordfhip fome account : for whatever great 
xmpredions an Englifliman muft have of your 
lordihip, they have been converfant 
abroad will find them fiill improved. It can- 
stot but be obvious to them, Uiat, though they 
fee your lordftiip’s admirers every where, they 
meet with very few of your well-wifiiers at 
Paris or at Rome : and 1 could not but ob« 
ierve, when I pafled through moft of tKe pro- 
leflant countries in Europe, that their hopes, 
or fears, for the common caufe, rofe or fdl 
with your lordfliip’s intereft and authority in 
England.” 

In his Preface, Mr. Addifon gave his re^er 
;||||Enly to underiiaud what he was to meet 
with in the following pages. For having ob- 
. md» that Burnet Mda in his Umlh mallerly 

and* 
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iU)d uncommon obfervations, on the religion 
and governments of Italy ; that La&ls might 
be uied in giving the names of fuch writers as 
had treated of the fevcral Hates through which 
he pafTed ; that Mr. Ray had publifhed feve« 
ral valuable remarks in refpe^t to natural hi- 
Hory ; and that Mr. MifTion particularly ex- 
celled in the plan ol the country ; he goes on 
thus : 

** For my own part, as I have taken notice 
of feveral places and antiquities, that no body 
clfe has taken notice of, fo 1 think 1 have 
mentioned but few things in common with 
others, that are not either let in a new lighr, 
or accompanied with different refle^Hons. I 
have taken care, particularly, to confider the 
feveral pafTages of the ancient poets, which 
have any relation to the places and curiofities 
that I met with ; for, before I entered upon 
my voyage, I took care to refrefli my memory 
among ^ne claflic authors, and to make fuch 
colledlions ^ut of them, as 1 might afterwards 
have occafion for. 

** 1 mud confefs, it was not one of the lead 
entertainments that I met with in travelHug, to 
examine thefe feveral deferiptions as it were 
upon the fpot, and to compare the natural face 
of the country with the landikips the poets had 
given os of it/* 

NotwithHahding this introdu Aion, this piece 
was hot at firlt tmderftoold, and confequvntly 
C 3 could 
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could not fucceed ; but. by degrees^ as tbe 
curious entered deeper and deeper into the 
l>oolc» their judgment of it changed, and the 
demand for it became fo great, that the price 
Tofe at lafl to its original value, before there 
was a fecond edition printed. It has ever 
£nce maintained its reputation^ mo£ of the 
virtuofi who have travelled through Italy fir.ee 
having given it high commendations, and, 
which is perhaps a finccre proof of their ap. 
probation, have chofe to tread in the fame 
track. It hath been tranflatcd into French, 
and makes ufually the fourth volume of MiC* 
iion’s travels in that language, 

'Fhe two great points laboured in thefe tra- 
vels, are, the recommending the claflic wri' 
ters, and promoting the dodrine of liberty.— 
■'i’hefc points had been -before purfued in the 
LpilUe to lord Halifax, and therefore Mr. 
Tickcll has very julHy and judicioufly ob-* 
ierved. That this poem may be cenfidered as 
the text upon which the book of travels is a 
large comment. 

He would have returned earlier tnan he did 
into Kngland, had he not been thought of as 
a proper peifon to attend prince Eugene, who 
then commanded for the emperor in Italy ; 
which employment he would have been well 
pleare4 ; but the death of king William 
sntcfvemg, caiifed a ceflation of his penQon 
and his hopes. 

He remained at home a very confiderable 
fpace of time (his friends being then out of 

the 
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Che miniftry ) before any occafion ofFered, either 
of his farther dif^laying his great abilities, or 
of his meeting with any fuitable reward, for 
the honour his works bad already done his 
country. He was indebted to an accident for 
both. 

Fn the year 1704, the lord-treafurer Godol- 
phin happened to complain to the lord Hali- 
fax, that the duke of Marlborough's vidory at 
Blenheim had not been celebrated in verfe in 
the manner it deferved ; intimating, that he 
would take it kindly, if his k>rd(hip, who was 
the known patron of the poets, would name a 
gentleman capable of writing upon fo elevated 
a fubjedi. 

Lord Halifax replied with Tome quicknefs^ 
that he was well acquainted with Fuch a per* 
fon, but that he would not name him ; add* 
ing. That he had long feen with indignaticur 
men of no merit maintained in pomp and lux^ 
ury, at the cxpence of the public, while per- 
fans of too much modefly, with great abilities, 
languiined in obfeurity. The treafurer laid 
very coolly. That he was forry his lordlhlp* 
had occafjon to make fuch an obfervationt 
and, that, for the future, be would take care 
to render it lefs juft than it might be at pre-^ 
font ; but thtit, in the mean time, he would 
pawn his honour, who ever his lordihip Ihould 
name, might venture upon this theme without 
fear of lofing his time. Lord Halifax there- 
upon named MfH Addifoo, but infilled that the 
' C 4^ trea«' 
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treasurer himfdf fliould fend to hixn» which he 
promifed. 

Accordingly, he prevailed upon Mr. Boyle» 
afterwards lord Carlton, chancellor of the£x« 
che<juer, to go, in his name, to Mr. Addifon^ 
and communicate to him the bufincfs ; which 
he accordingly did, in fo obliging a manner, 
that he readily entered upon the talk. 

The lord-treafurer Godolphin faw the poem 
before it was hniihed, when the author had 
written no farther then the famous fimileof the 
angel ; and vvas fo well pleafed with it, that he 
immediately made him a commiffioncr of ap- 
peals, in the room of Mr. Locke, who was 
promoted to be one of the lords commiffion« 
.crs for trade, &c. 

His poem, intituled The Campaign, was 
received with loud and general applaufe; 
however, it may be doubted, what real benefit 

J fac duke of Marlborough reaped from it; 
Snee, if, on the one hand, it fet his condud 
in the fairefi light, it introduced, un the other, 
a rival in fame ; for, in all probabHity, the 
poem will be admired as long as the victory is 
remembered. / 

I'he Campaign is addrefled to the duke of 
Marlborough, and contains a ihort view of 
the military tranfaftions in the year 1704, 
with a very particular, as well as poetical de.-. 
feription of the two great aflions at Schelleffl* 
berg and Blenheim; 

■Several other eminent writers employed their 
pens on the fame fubjeft I particularly Mr. J, 

Phillips, 
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Phillips, and Mr. Ettfden, who was afterwards 
peet-laareat. However, Mr. Addifon was by 
far the moft admired, and (bme of his warmeft 
friends have venturi to prefer this poem to 
the reft of his works. Perhaps this is a parti- 
ality to the fnbjedi, rather than to the piece it- 
felf, which, however fine, could not be the 
moft excellent of Mr. Addifon’s performances^ 
becanfe of its natural irregularity. 

All things confidered, without queftioo, the 
Campaign IS truly excellent, but excellent only 
with regard to its fubjcdl ; for, though the 
world allowed Mr. Addifon to exceed others 
therein, yet no judges of poetry will admit 
that he excelled himiclf. 

In 1705, our author attended the lord Ha- 
lifax to Hanover; and, in the fucceeding 
year, he was made choice of for under-fecre- 
tary to Sir Charles Hedges, then appointed fe* 
cretary of ftate. In the month of Decendber, 
in the fame year, the, earl of Sunderl^d fuc- 
cj!eding Sir Charles in that office, continued 
Mr. Addifon in the poft of under^fecrecary. 

Ope^s being, at this time much in vogue^ 
many peo^e of diftin£Uon and true tafte, im- 
portuned Mr. Addiibn to make a trial whether 
lenle and found were really fo incompatible as 
fome admirers of the Italian pieces would re- 
prefent them. He was at laft prevailed upon 
tBt comply with their requefts, and compoled 
his inimitable Rofamond. 

This piece was infcribed to the duchefs of 
Marlborough ^ and, though it did not fuc- 
C 5 cced 
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cced on the flage, it ha« been, and everUd- 
inoly will be, applauded in the clofet* The 
many, looked upon it as not properly an 
opera, and the few joined them in their opi- 
nion : for hating coi.fidered what a number of 
mifeiable things had borne that title, they werv! 
fcarce fatished that fo excellent a piece fhould 
appear by the fame. 

About the fame time, our author aflided 
the ingenious Sir Richard Steele in his play 
called The Tender Flufband, to which our au- 
thor wrote a humourous Prologue. Sir Ri- 
chard, whole gratitude was full as warm as his 
«vit, furprized him with a Dedication, which 
may be conftdered as one of the few monu- 
ments of prmfe, not unworthy of him to whole 
honour it was eredled. 

In 1709, the marquis of Wharton being 
appointed lord- lieutenant of Ireland, carried 
over Mr. Addifon into that kingdom in the 
•cpjality of his iecretary. Her majefty alfo was 
picafed, as a mark of her peculiar favour, to 
augment the falary annexed to the place of 
keeper of the records in that kingdom, <and to 
hcHow it upon him. 

While he was in Ireland, his friend Mr. 
Steele publilhed the Tadcr ; which appeared, 
for the firft time, on the twelfth of April, 1709. 
Mr- Addiibn difeovered the author by an ob- 
iervaticn on Virgil, which be had commu- 
jilcated to him. This difeovery led him to 
fai ther alMances, infomuch, that, as the au- 
thor of tlm Tailers well expreiTed it, he jfai'ed 

by 
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bythis means like a dtftrefled prince who calls 
in a powerful neighbour to his aid ; that is» 
he was undone by his auxiliary. Such was the 
fnpcriority of Mr. Addifon^s geniuSi and fo 
true a rai^ the town then had of correal and 
fiilfe writing. 

• It would be very improper to enter farther 
into the >.illory of the Taller, than as it con- 
cerns Mr. Addifon. 

' Mr. Tick ell obfeives, and Sh Richard Steele 
confcflfes, that the paper was fet on foot and 
dropped without Mr. Addifon’s knowledge; 
of courfe the hiftory of the Tatler belongs pro- 
perly CO anothei article. 

I’he papers written by Mr Addifon were 
not dillinguidicd in this collcfLon by any 
mark ; but Sir Richard Sicele, ai the requeft 
of Mr. 'I ickcil, pointed them out to him ; 
and r.vOt only fo, but flievvcd him fuch as they 
were jointly concerned in ; and thefc, as well 
as thefe, are printed in the fecond volume of 
Mr. AddiTouN works. * 

it mull be allowed, that many of thefc little 
ciray.® ar% not only exquifite, but incomparable. 
Jt IS impofilLle to be ferioua while we read 
fuch (';! (hem as arc humodrous ^ or not to be'- 
grave on the perufal of fuch as artf of iin Oppo- * 
i:te call. Tne images are fo ftrikingv the 
language fo graceful, the turn fo natural, the 
raillery fo lively, and at the fame time to in- 
Jiocent, that, not to be charmed with thofe 
pieces, and to be abfolutely without tafle, 
moft . be , for ever fynonymous terms*. 

^ C 6 Upon 
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Upon the change in the miniilry, our uo* 
thor being more at Jeifure, engaged oftener in 
I hat workj until iu conclulion on the fecond 
of January. 1711. 

Immediately after the Tatter was laid down. 
Sir Richard Steele formed the projefk of the 
SpeAator ; the plan of which he concerted 
with Mr, Addifon. 

The firft paper appeared on the firft of 
March, 1711; and, in the courfe of that ce- 
lebrated work, Mr. Addifon furnilhed the 
greater part of thofe papers which were mod 
admired. Jt was finilhed on the fixth of Sep- 
tember, 1712 ; and Mr. Addifon, to prevent 
any difputes, or miftakes, w^hich might other- 
wise have happened, took care to diftinguiih 
his papers, throughout the whole, by ibme let* 
ter in the name of the mufe CLIO. 

The affinity between the Tatlcrs, Spefla- 
tors, and Guardians, makes it unncceflary to 
enter minutely into the meric of fuch papers 
a's Mr. Addifon contributed, in the carrying 
on the two lad undertakings. In the Spedta.- 
tors, the cfaaradler of Sir Roger de Coverly 
was bfs^artiiQular favourite. We are told by 
a gentleman) who was thought to be well ac- 
quainted with Mr, Addifon^s affairs, that he 
was fo tender of his charadler, as to go to Sir 
Richard Steele, on his publilhing a Spedbitor, 
wherein he made Sir Roger pick up a woman 
in the Temple cloiders ; and would not part 
with his friend, until be had promifed to med- 
dle withf the old knight’s charafter no more. 

^ However, 
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However^ Mr. Addffi)i)> to make fure, and to 
prevent any abfarditieif which the authors of 
fubrequent Speftators might fall into, refolved 
to remove that chara^erout of the way ; or, 
as he pleafantly expreiTed it to an intimate 
friend, killed Sir Roger, that no body elle 
might murder him. 

As to the marking of the Speftators, it was 
our author’s own aft and deed : but Mr. Tick- 
ell, in his Preface to his works, having ex« 
prelied this in very ftrong terms, &ying, That 
Mr. Addifon had hereby removed the leaf! 
poffibility of miftake in the moil undifcerning 
reader; Sir Richard Steele, who was extremely 
oiTended with that Preface, remarked feverely 
on this palTage, and fpeaking thereof to Mr* 
Congreve, ufes theft words : 

I have obferved, that the editor will not 
let me, or any one elfe, obey Mr. Addifon’a 
commands, in hiding any thing he defired 
Ihould be concealed. I cannot but take fm^ 
ther notice, that the circumftance of marking 
his Speftators, which 1 did not know until I 
had done with the work, I made my own aft, 
becaufe I thought it too great a fenfibility in 
my friend; and thought, fince it was done, 
better to be Aippofed marked by me, than the 
author himfelf ; the real Rate of which, this 
«ealot raihly and injudicioofly expoles. 

** I alk the reader, whether any thing but 
an earneftncfs to difparage me, could provoke 

th9 
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the editoft in behalf of Mr. Addilbn, to fay) 
that he marked it out of caution againft me, 
when Lhad taken it upon me to fay^, it was I 
that did it out of tcndernefs to him ?” 

It mull be allowed, that Sir Richard, in the 
concluding paper of the Spefiator, had faid all 
that could be e'xpedted, if not more, with re- 
fpe^ not only to the diftiridlion, btit alio in re- 
gard to Mr. Addifon s character particularly ; 
there did not therefore Item to be the Icaft oc- 
caiion for thefe precautions, with rcfpefl to a 
man who was really as warm a Iriend as could 
be wifhed, and a much warmer than thefe cau* 
tious people feem to have any idea of. 

When the old Speftator was laid down, a 
new one appeared ; which, though, wntien by 
men of wit and genius, did not fuccecd ; and 
they had the good fciife not to puih the at- 
tempt too tar. Witiiout qteilion, the original ' 
Speitaior will always be citeemed, not o.ilv as 
ejkCelleut in it> nature and execution, but as 
truly honourable to the times in which it was 
received with To much applaufe. Ftfikrity 
muft havfc a high id^a of the mariners and 
good fcnle of the britifli nation, when they, 
areduformed that twenty thouiand of thefe pa- 
pers were (bmetimes fold in a day. 

I'he Guardian, a paper in the fame tade,- 
and, which is faying much more, in the fame 
fpirit, entertained the town in the years 17^3 
and 1714 ; Mr. Addiibn had a large i^re 

thereia 



JOSEPH ADDISON. 3^, 
therein, and bis papers were particularly re« 
lillied : and he alio wrote once or twice in the 
Lover. 

It was necdlary to fpeak of thefe perform- 
ances together, which has carried Uk fomewhat. 
out of.our ordinary road. Let us return there- 
fore to the year 17131 in which appeared his 
famous' Cato. 

He took up the dc/ign of writing a tragedy 
on that fubjc<El, when he was very young ; he 
uflually wrote it while he was on his travels ; 
however, be retouched it while he was in Eng- 
land, without any formed defign of bringing 
it on the flage ; but fome friends of his be-^ 
lieving that it might be advantageous to the 
caufe of liberty, he was prevailed on to make 
it fit for the Aage ; which he accordingly did, 
by adding the greateA part of the laA a£l. 

Wlien it appeared, it was gazed on as a 
wonder , all parties applauded it ; it ran 
thirty-five nights without interruption; and, 
what was more in the author’s reputation, the* 
bcA judges declared in its favour, when they 
had reiJ it, with the fame paAion the pit had 
done when*it was firA (een^ Mr. Pope wrote 
the Prologue, which is foblime. Dr, Garth 
the Epilogue, which is humourous. It was 
recommended by, many excellent copies of 
verfes prefixed to it ; among which, the fince- 
rity of Mr. Steele, and the genius of Mr. Eu(^ 
den, deferve to be diAinguilhed. 

Foreign nations have done this work of our 
author’s as much honour as our own ; and in- 
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deed, it is one of thofe few performances 
which cannot receive more honour that it de« 
ferves. 

We fliall here prefent the reader with fome 
drcnmftances relating to its ' rlt appearance. 
They are contained in a letter from Alexander 
Pope efj, to Sir William Trumbull; dated 
April 30, i;ti3. 

As to poedcal a.;«iirs, I content, at 
prefent, to be a bare iooi'er on ; and, from a 
pra£iitioner, turn n adm^r^^f ; whiclj is, as 
the world goes not very * C.4!o wa; 

not fo much the woncic'* of llcine, in his days, 
as he is of Britain in ftsrs ; and, though all 
the fboliih induftry pofliblc has been ufed to 
make it a p««:ty olay, yet, what the author 
once faid of another, may the moil properly 
in the world be applied to him on this occa« 
fion, 

invy itfcif is dumb, w wonder JoR, 

And faftions llrive who (li'ill applaud him moC. 

4 * 

The numerous and violent claps of the 
whig party, on the one fide of the theatre, 
were ecchoed back by the Tories on the other; 
while the author iweated behind the feenes 
with concern, to find their applaufe proceed* 
ing more from the hand than the head. This 
was the ca(e too of the Prologue- waiter, who 
was clapped into a ftaunch Whig dt almoR 
tvery two lines, 


« ibe- 
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I believe you have heard » that, after all 
the applaufes of the oppoiiee fa^ion, my lord 
rioiingbroke fent for B^th, who played Cato, 
Jrtio the bex, between one of the and 
r.ii-rented hin with fifty guineas; in acknow* 
as he expretl’ i it, for defending the 
fii'M'e of io wen againll a perpetual 

The art unwilling to' be 

t*ii3 \v.*y, aijcl .h -r^efore defign a pre» 
to the r jr Cjto vl.; fpeedily* Tn the 
t' ' iT/t^n t’-rc, they jv" ready as good 

. la lilt for r cr on their fide. So^ 

'j.':v,ixt tiv. . it :b able, that Cato, as 
r^r. Gaith eypitfled t, may have fomeching 
to Jive upon after he dies.*' 

Immediately after t'’‘e p*^b^kation of this 
::agcdy, there came ahjoad a pamphlet, inti- 
tuierd, ObfciVii.-jp? upoii Cato. This was 
written by Dr i*. »vcll, a very ingenious gen- 
tlenian, and a good poet. 

The defign of .his p*cce was to fliew, that 
the ap(flau& this tragedy had met *witb. was 
founded in merit. It is a very accortlc and 
entertaining criticifm, and co/iinbuted not a 
little to the feenring oor poet the hearts of his 
readers, as well as of his audience. We arc 
not, however, to fuppofe that our author had 
no enemies, or that there were not enoogh 
who either did not like that tragedy, or pre« 
tended not to like it. 

Amongfi thele, the formidable Mr. Dennis 
Imd courage to attack it ; firft in a pamph-* 

letv 
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lct| and again in a fabfequent work ; wherelo 
>10 employed no lefs than feven letters in pull- 
ing the tragedy to pieces, and Laying what- 
ever an iU-natured man, with a tolerable /hare 
of wit, might be able to- fay agaioll the bell 
written piece in the world. 

Another gentleman, who called himfelf a 
fcholar of Oxford, confidered the play in a 
quite di^erent light; that is, he confidered it 
as a political piece, and endeavoured to ferve- 
his poi’ty, by turning the cannon upon the 
enemy. 7 "he title of his pamphlet was, Mr^ 
Addifon turned Tory ; and it is written with 
great fpirit and vivacity. Dr. Fiddes alfo toolc 
Ibme exceptions at the following lines, 

, In fpite of all the virtues we can bpaft,. 

A woman chat deliberates is loft. 

The doflor thinks thefe rcftcfl on the fair 
fjx; but this feems a very forced.conftrudlioD,, 
the fentjmenc is juft and natural, and all ftrokes 
of this fore ought to be confidered, not as cen- 
fures, but as cautions. The bell judm, 
however, declared on the. fide of Mr. Addifon, 
and, as occalion offered, vindicated the. merit > 
of this tragedy againft all opponents. ^ 

Mr. Boyer tranftated it into French,^ the 
fame year it was publi/hed ; but very indiffer- 
ently. Abbe du Bos made an excellent ver- 
fton ; of which, however, only the three firft 
feenes were printed. Abbot Salvini tranftatj^dt 
iCjnto Italian, His tranftation was aAed kt. 
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I<eghorn with prodigious applaufe, and he af- 
terwards publifi^d it at Florence. It is not 
known* whether Signior Valetta’s tranflation 
was ever printed ; he was a young Neocolitaa 
nobleman who did it purely for his amufement. 
The jefuits at St. Omer tranflatcd it into La- 
tin, and caufed it to be a£ied by their pupils 
there with great magniiicence. They like- 
wife Tent Mr. Addifon a copy of their tranfla* 
tion. 

In France, a poet, named Des Champs* 
having feen this tragedy* wrote another with 
the fame title* and dedicated it to the duke 
of Orleans. This was firft exceflively cried 
up in France* tranflatcd into Engiiih blanks 
verfe* and publiihed* with j^parallel of that 
piece and the Cato of Addnon, wherein the 
preference was given to the French perform- 
ance. However, this was ail the effcA oF 
pique, and the character of the French Cat({ 
could never be eflabliihed. 

Mr. Voltaire has commended and con- 
demneePF^r. Addifon by turns; and, in re- 
fped to the Cato, he admires and cenfures it 
extravagantly. The principal character he al- 
lows fuperior to any before brought upon the 
flage i but for alkthe love feene'S he wiil hav'e 
them abfolutely infipid; which may be al- 
lowed him, when be ihall prove another of 
hi^aiTertions ; viz. That Cato was the firft re- 
gular tragedy that jcvcr appeared on ^ihe En- 
giiih ftage. 
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It was alio tranflated more than once into 
French^ obtained two Italian veriions, and has 
been either tranflated ojr imitated in the Ger- 
man language. But the greateft honour that 
ever was done thereto, was the putting the 
foltloquy of Cato, which is perhaps the nobleft 
thing in our language, into a latin 
which might have been read with admiration^ 
even by the criticks in the court of Augufius. 
Fame has attributed this to the late bifhop 
Atterbury, and as it were fuperlatively fine, 
the world thought fame in the right, ai^ ib it 
proved. 

This excellent tragedy did not efcape the 
minor criticks, as the reader will find here- 
after. Her mamfiy queen Anne, was not the 
laft in doing juftice to our author, and bis per- 
formance. She was pleafed to fignify an in- 
clination of having it dedicated to her; but 
the author pobliihed it without a dedication, 
^Sccaufe, as it is laid, he had propofed to de- 
'dkate it clfewhere, and by this method, he 
thonght to avoid ofFending either bis duty or 
his honour. If in the fublequent part of hia 
life his' Icifnre had been greater, we arc told 
he would have written another tra^dy, in- 
tituled, The Death of Socrates. But the ho- 
nours due to what he had already performed, 
deprived pofierity of this promifed labour. 

Upon the death of the queen,^ the lords 
juftices appointed Mr. Addifon their fecretary». 
which took him off from a defign he had 

formed^ 
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fMtied, of ootnpofiag an didionary, 

on the ^ plan of a famona Italian one. Them 
was Tome thotights of tnaking him fecretary of 
ilate at that time, but he was ht pains to de^ 
dine it, and accepted a fecond time, isnder 
the earl of Sunderland, the poft of fecretary 
to the lord lteutenant of Ireland ; he held :c 
however but a very little time ; for on the call’s 
being remoyed, be was made one of the load’s 
of TVadc. 

In 1716, he married the counters of War« 
wick; and on the drft breaking out of the 
rebellion, he pubtilhed the Freeholder, which 
is a kind of political SpeAator. . 

The Freeholder is particularly mentioned# 
becaufe it was a work written by Mr. Addilbn# 
entirely, and upon hts own plan. Some in* 
deed have fuppofed, that he was affifted in 
this work by Mr. Phillips. But there feems to 
be no foundation for this report, iince neither 
Mr. Tickell fays any thing of it, nor does it* 
appear from the papers themfelvcs, that they 
were written by diSerent hands ; for they are 
the moft uniform, and, the greateft part of 
them, the moft out (d* every man’s way of 
writing but Mr. Addifon’s, that c^ be ima* 
'gined. 

There is one thing to be faid in lerpeA to 
the Freeholder, which as it will be certainly 
laid by pofteri^, 1 can fee no realbn why it 
ihould not be lUKi here ; Tbi; Freeholder is, 
without qucB^i the molt 


indubitable proof 
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of thenfe of a. man of true wit, and reafonable 
application, may be of to any adminift ration. 
The numerous pieces of Sir Roger L’Efirange, 
were all calculated to make the people laugh, 
or to put them in a pailion. Dr. Welwood’s 
periodical papers were all politics, and, con« 
fequently, too dry for the generality of read- 
ers. 

Daring the reign of the queen, polemic 
wri-ings were not only lliarp, but bitter/ and 
their authors iludied rather to make their ad- 
verfaries feel the quicknefs of their reproaches, 
then to perfuade them by found arguments, 
much lefs to invite them, by moderate and* 
gentle applications, to* their different humours 
and ways of thinking, * The Freeholder hath 
avoided nil chefe faults, and, with an fnex^ 
bauftible fund of humour, mingles fometimes 
the graven rcafonings, and at others the 
kindeil expoilulations. Beautiful deferiptions, 
'exquifite .allegories, vlfions almoll more than 
human ; and, in fine, wliatcve/ might pleaic, 
W'hatever could move, whatever feem^d lit tell 
to attrafl, is to be found in thoft inimitable 
eflays and one may fpeak it without fear of 
being contradiQed by any man who reads 
them, that they are the tell turned papers,* 
with a view for the purpofe for which they 
were written, that were ever penned. 

Mr. Addilbn without qucHion wrote them 
la confequence of his principles, out of a de- 
jRre of removing prejudices, and from a flrong 

in- 
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ImcUnatioti to ftttle the government, and make 
his country. The making him (hcretary of 
flate therefore, was but dottig him juilice for 
fo extraordinary and well-timed a fervice, 
which more than balanced that deficiency, 
which he objedled agaiuft his own. preferment, 
hi& being no fpeaker in the Houfe of C'am« 
mons. 

There were juft fifty-fitre papers in all^ the 
firft was publifhed on the twenty-third of Sep- 
tember, I715> and the laft on the twenty- 
ninth of June, 1716. Thefc pieces were ex- 
ceedingly admired, and, which was more the 
' author’s aim, were of great ufe at the time 
they were written. He publiftied alfo at this 
time. Tome little pieces of poetry, fuch as 
verfes to Sir Godfrey Kneller on the king’s 
pi£lure, and another copy to the ptincefs of 
Walcb, with the tragedy of Cato. In April 
17 17, his majefty king George I, was pleafed to 
hpp'vnt our author one of his principal fccreta-* 
ftate. His health, which had been before 
impau‘C(| by an afthmatic diforder, fuftered 
exceedingly by an advancement lb much to 
his honour, but attended notwithftanding with 
very great fatigue. l;e bore it however with 
great patience, till finding, or rather fuTpeA- 
ieg, that it might be prejudicial to the public 
bufinefs, he rciigned his office. Having thus 
procured forhimfelfa v.ican^froin bufinefs^ 
he grew better, aud^his friendswere in hopes, 
that his hdi^h would have been thoroughly 
xe-efiablifticcl. 
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In libe Icifim moments he applied himfelf 
fieadily to a religious work, which he had 
begun long before, the firift part whereof, 
fcarce finiilied, is preferved and printed in 
his works. He likewife intended to have pa- 
raphrafed feme of the pfalms of David ; but 
a long and painful relapfe broke all his de- 
figns, and deprived the world of this excel- 
lent perfon, on the feventeenth of June, 1719, 
when be was entering the forty fourth year of 
his age. He died at Holland-houfc near Ken^ 
fington, and left behind him an only, daugh- 
ter, hy the countefs of Warwick. After his 
decease, Mr. Tickell, who had the author’s 
commands and inftrudtions, collefled and pub- 
liihed his works in four volumes in quarto. 
In this edition there arefeveral pieces hitherto 
uamentioned, of which it is neceifary we 
ihould fpeak. The firft in order of time is 
the DiiTertation upon Medals, which, though 
^blifhed after his death, yet the materials fer 
it were colle^cd in Italy, and he aAually 
began to digeft them into order, when at 
Vienna, in the year 1702. Thefe dialogues 
are every way worthy of Mr. Addifon ; the 
defign is juft and ufeful, the manner correfl:, 
beautiful, and in the true tafte of antiquity. 
All the elegance of Plato, all the good fenfe 
and tnafcoline giavity of Tally, mth a be- 
coming air of humour, in which our author 
was truly an original, are difcoverable in this 
little work. The e^ter took a great deal of 

pains 
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pains in tranflating the Latin quotations, and 
the verfes prefix^ to it by Mr. Pope, are as 
perfeft in poetry, as the piece itfelf is in 
profe. 

In November,, 1707, there came abroad 
a pamphlet under the title of, The Prcfenc 
ftate of the War, and the necei&ty of an aug- 
mentation confidered. It is now printed among 
Mr. Addifon’s works, and I believe nobody 
who reads it will doubt that it is his. The 
fpirit in which it is writ, the weighty obfer- 
vations contained therein, on the lircngth and 
intcreil of foreign nations, and the compre- 
hen five knowledge, ihewn of all things relat- 
ing to our own, evince it the work of no or- 
dinary hand. 

The Whig Examiner, came out on the 
fourteenth of September, 1710, for the firft 
time. There were five papers in all attributed 
to Mr. Addifon, Thefe are by much the fe- ' 
I’creft things he ever wrote. Dr. Sachevcrell, 
Mr. Prior, and many other perfons are in them 
very harf^ly treated. The Examiner bad done 
the fame thThg on the part of the Tories, and 
the avowed defign of their paper was to make 
reprifals. 

In 1713, there was publlfhed a little pam- 
phlet, entitled, The late trial and convi£ciofi 
of Count Tari^. It was intended to expofe 
the Tory miniftry, on the head of the French 
commerce bill ; and is likewiie a very fevere 
piece. Thefe are all that are included in Mr. 
Voi. X. D TickclPs 
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Tickell’s edition, which were publiAied ill 
the life-tiine of Mr. Addifon^ without tfls 
name; as alfo was the Drummer, or the 
Haunted Houfe, a comedy, not taken notice 
of in this edition, but publiihed afterwards as 
^r. Addifon’s by Sir Richard Steele. 

The Drummer was firit publifhed without 
any aothor*s name, but with a preface pre* 
fixed by Sir Richard Steele, wherein he tells 
us, that it had been fomc years in the ha>^ds 
of the author, and falling under his perufal, 
he thought fo well of it, that he pcrfiiaded 
him to make fome additions and alterations 
and let it appear on the Rage. He owns that 
it was not well received, or at IcaR, not fo 
well received as it deferved, which he accounts 
for, by obferving that the firokes therein are 
too delicate, for every talle in a popular af- 
fembiy ; and he adds, that his brother ibarers 
were of opinion, that it was like a pidlure, in 
which the ilrokes were not Ilrong enough to 
appear at a diftance. 

Mr. Tickell publilhing Mr. Acidifon’s works 
in 1721, omitted this corned)^ ^hich Sir 
Richard Steele fo much refented, that he 
quickly after publifiied a fecond edition of it, 
with an cpiflle to Mr. Congreve thereto pre- 
fixed ; in this epiftle he aiTerts, that he recom* 
iDcnded the play to the ftage, and carried it 
to the prefs ; he llkewife tells us the price it 
was fold at, viz. fifty guineas. He refers 
bim&lf CO his former preface, for a proof of 

bis 
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his zeal od that occafion, which he obferves 
could flow from nothing elfe^ than his affec- 
tion for the author. For as to the (hare any 
one elfe had in it, he i$ very pofitive it very 
little exceeded that of an amanuenfis. 

** But indeed, continues he, had I not 
known it, at the time of the tranfaAion con- 
cerning the a^ing on the flage and fale of the 
copy, 1 fliould, 1 think, have fcen Mr, Ad- 
diion in every page of it ; for he was above 
all men in that talent called humour, and en- 
joyed it in fuch perfedion, that I have often 
refleded, after a night (pent with him apart 
from the world, that 1 had the pleafure of 
convcrSng with an intimate acquaintance of 
Terence and Catullus, who had all their wit 
and nature, heightened with humour more ex« 
quifite and delightful, than any other man 
ever pofleffed. They w'ho (hall read this play, 
after being let into the fccrct that it \v:ij 
written by Mr. Addifon, or under his direc- 
tion, will probably be attentive to thole excel- 
lencies, X^^hich they before overlooked, and 
wonder they did not till now oblcrvc, that 
there is not an exprefiion in the whole piece, 
which has not in it the mod nice propriety 
and aptitude to the charader which utters it ; 
there is that fmiling mirth, that delicate fa- 
tire, and genteel ralllei}', which appeared to 
Mr. Addiion when he was free among inti- 
mates i I fay when he was from bis remark - 
D 2 able 
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able Kiflifulnefst which is a cloak that hides 
and mafflcs merit, and his abilities were co- 
vered only by modefty, which doubles the 
beauties which are (een, and gives credit and 
eflcem to all that are concealed. The Drum- 
mer made no great figure on the ftage, though 
exquifitely well a£led; but when 1 obferve 
this, I fay a much harder thing of the ftagc 
than of the comedy. When 1 fay the llage 
in this place, I am underftood to mean in ge- 
neral, the prefcnt ilate of theatrical reprefen- 
tations ; where nothing that is not violent, 
and, as 1 may fay, grofsly delightful, can 
come on without hazard of being condemned 
or flighted.*’ 

Nothing can be more juft than Sir Richard’s 
fentiments on this matter. The Drummer 
may be perhaps eftablilhed as a teft of true 
tafte, he who likes it, has it, he who difap- 
proves this piece, has it not. Experience 
juftified Sir Richard’s conje£lure. This play 
which failed when inimitably adted,at Drury 
Lane, was, when much worfe performed, 
ioudly applauded at Mr. Rich’s houfe, merely 
becaufe it was then known to be Mr. Ad- 
difon’s. 

How honourable this for our author ! how 
diflionourable to the audience ! how happy 
was he to have his former writings read by 
better judges ! The time in which he lived 
«ras worthy of Mr. Addifon, but if bU writ- 
ings 
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ings fliould ever reach an age, fo (lupid or fo 
barbarous as not to rclifh them, that will not 
alter their nature, they will Hill remain as ex- 
cellent as before, though not to the eyes of 
thofclGoths and Vandals. But we deviate too 
far from our purpofc, and yet to what purpofe 
do we write, if it be not to defend the world 
from a decay of a taflc, and to preferve from 
the inclemency of favage times, ihofe wreaths 
which men of merit have deferved. 

Since his death, and the coming out of that 
edition, the following pieces have been aferib- 
ed to our author, Dilfertio de infignoribus 
Romanorum poeris, i. e. A DifTcnaiion upon 
the mod eminent Roman poets. I'his is lup- 
pofed to have been written about 1692, is ai» 
lowed to contain many ufeful obfervations, yet 
nobody has hitherto ventured to decide, whe. 
ther it is, or is not, Mr. Addifon’s. A Dif- 
courfe on ancient and modern learning ; the 
time when it was written unceitain, but pro* 
bably as eafy as the former. It was preferved 
amongd ti^manuferipts of the Lord Somers, 
which, after the death of Sir jofeph Jeky], 
being publickly fold, this little piece came to 
be jprinted, in 1739, and was as well received 
as it deferved. To thefe we muft add. The 
Old Whig, No. 1. and 2, pamphlets written 
in defence of the peerage bill, i*? 10. 

In the latter end of 1718, 4.:.J i.; :i; * begin- 
ning of 1719, the peerage bill . rl? to 

be talked of, and the fcopc of i..v ; -vas 
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^his. That inftead of the fixteen peers fitting 

parliament as reprefentath es of Scotland, 
there are for the future to be nine hereditary 
peers by tl.e juiiition of ii!ne out of the body of 
the Sio'ch nobility, to the then fixteen fitting 
peers. That fix Englifli peers Ihould l>e ad- 
ded, and the peerage then to remain fixed ; 
the crown being reftrained from making any 
new lords, but upon the extindlion of fami- 
lies. What was the real view of this extraor- 
dinary feheme, is what we have no bufinefs 
here to inquire into. It is fufHcient for our 
pnrpofc to obferve, that it gave a great alarm 
to the nation, and many papers with great 
fpirit were written again ft it; amongft the 
reft, one called the Pltbeian, faid to fall from 
the pen of a member of the Houfe of Com - 
mens ; and now known to hai’e been written 
by Sir Richard Steele. To this ieveral an- 
'fwers were publiihed, and abundance of pieces 
written in fupport of this projeft, none of 
which, however, were favourably received. 

At length came forth the Old ^'nig, No. 
'I. on the ftate of the peerage, with remarks 
Oft. the plebeian. A quarto pamplct, written 
with great perfpicuity, in a nervous ftile, not 
without fome fevere reflexions on the ple- 
beian. The author of that paper did not fuffer 
it to remain long unanfwcred. 

In his fecund number he replied to all the 
arguments therein made ufe of, treating the 
author with a good deal of afperity, alledging 
z among 
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among ocher thing9| that the pamphlet had a 
very proper tide, the author, if he was a 
Whig, Teeming To old as to have forgot h\% 
principles. There does not appear however, 
any thing in the hrft old Whig, which betra)s 
the author's knowledge of the Plebeian coming 
from Sir Richard Steele ; neither is there any 
thing in the fccond Plcbian, which incimarcs 
the writei’s having the leali fa‘picion, that the 
Old Whig was Mr. Add i (bn's. 

Thougli there was in the lafl racnticrcd 
papet, an intimation of the author's fyperior 
dignity, and more thorough acquaintance with 
the fecret of this affair. For the Old Whig 
firft declared that his majeily had given his 
confent, which he idles an a£h of unparal- 
lelled goodnefs ; of which fadt the Plebian 
doubted, or at Icaft afFe£lcd to doubt.. The 
iecond Old Whig was written in fupport of the 
flrfl, and in anfwer to the fecond Plebian. It 
is- a very judicious, SEnd at the- fame time a ” 
very warm andWery humourous pamphlet; 
from theory beginning of which it is appa- 
rent, that Oic author knew, or at Icaft was rc- 
folved to confider Sir Richard as the writer of 
the Plebeian. He ffiles him the perfedf maf- 
ter in the vocation of pamphlet writing in one 
place, calls him Lic-lo Dicky in another, tells 
him, he has made the moll of a bad caufe in 
a third, and advifes him as a friend in the 
clofe, if he goes on in the new vocation, to 
take care that he be as happy in the choice of 
D 4 ^ hia 
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his fubjedl, as he is in the talents of a pam- 
phleteer. 

The fourth Plebian contains an anfwer to 
th& fecond Old Whig. It is written with 
much greater virulence than any of the reft of 
the papers ; his conclunon is very remarkable. 
Authors, fays he, in thefe cafes are named 
upon rufpicion, and if it is right as to the 
Old Whig, 1 leave the world to judge of this 
^Mufe by comparifon of this performance with 
his other writings ; and 1 (hall fay no more of 
what is writ in fupport of vaftalage, but end 
this paper by firing every free breaft with that 
noble exhortation of the tragedian. 

Remember, O ! tny friends, &c. 

Mr Adoxsoms Catoi, 

This is fufficient to ftxew Sir Richard’s belief, 
nor hath any body queftioned the truth of 
his conjefture. The peerage bill went off 
notwithftanding for that feflions, and Mr. Ad- 
difon died before it came on again, in the 
latter end of the fame year. 

It may not however, be amifs to obferve, 
that December 7, 1719, on a motion in the 
lioufe of Commons, for committing the peer* 
age bill, it was carried in the negative, by 
269, againft 177. 

It is not eafy to account for the not inferring 
of ihele papers amongft his works, unleL we 
Cu;{;>ofe that the publication of them following 

iinme- 
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immediately the difappo/ntment of. that defign, 
made it improper to difcover how much our 
author had it at heart. Thus we have run thro* 
the hiftory of this great man’s life and writ- 
ings» who as he was fuperior to moll of his 
cocemporaries in other things, fo he particu^ 
larly excelled them in this ; that his perform- 
ances ; nothing puerile in the moH early* r.o- 
thing below his genius in the lall ; conitant to 
his principles, and to his frieodlhips ; he died 
as he lived, ellcemed and revered by the great, 
without railing any enemies, except fuch as 
were on account of party ; and even thefe ex« 
prelTed their enmity with reluctance, fuch was 
their admiration of his virtues. 

We have endeavoured to do fome jullicc to 
our author’s character, and cfpecially to that 
dillinguilhing part thereof, the eafe and rcadi- 
nefs with which he wrote, notwithllanding 
the accuracy and corrcClncfs of all his writ* 
ings. This, it may be, will thought beft» 
ported by proof, which w'C lhall give. The 
following epigram ( which is not inferted in 
hio \vork3*^was written when he was a mem« 
ber of the Kit 'Cat Club, extempore, and yet 
it has not only wit, but corieClnefs to recom- 
mend it. 

On the Lady Manchester, 

When haughty Gallia’s dames that fpread 
O’er their pale cheeks an artful red : 

Beheld 
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Beheld this beauteous (Iranger there. 

In e charms, divinely fair ; 

Confufion in their looks they fliewM, 

And with unborrowed bluihes glow'd. 

A farther proof of the extraordinary facility, 
with which he produced even the moft perfedt 
of his performances, may be taken from what 
Sir Richard Steele fays of his Cato • he tells 
as, that the laft a£l was written in lefs than a 
week’s time, 

** For this, continues he, was particular in 
this writer, that when he had taken his refolu- 
lion, or made his plan for what he defigncd 
to write, he would walk about a room and 
didlatc it into language, with as much fjee* 
dom and cafe as any one could write it down ; 
and attend to the coherence and grammar of 
what he didlated.” 

k 

To attempt the reckoning up the friends of 
Mr. Addifon, would be an endlefs, labour ; 
atid yet, to fay nothing of thofe^^ho diflin- 
goiihcd Mr. Addifon, at the fame time that 
they were themfelves perfbns of the firft dif- 
tindfion, would be an unpardonable omifEon, 
We have already taken notice of lord Somers, 
whofe friendlhip to our author continued with- 
out interruptioa as long as he lived. We 
have likewife mentionea Mr. Addifon’s grati- 
tude towards him in the dedication of his tra- 
. vels» 
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vels, after that nobleman had been impeach- 
ed in the rcien of king V/illiam ; and was 
adually when he dedicated it to him, in dif* 
grace with queen Anne. 

We are yet to remark, that Mr. Addifon 
out* livid him, fo in one of his Freeholders he 
paid fcuh a tribute to his memory, as mull 
endear his own to every man of honour. The 
celebrated earl of Halifax maintained alfo an 
inviolable friendftiip throughout his whole life 
for our author ; to whofe reputation we can 
add nothing, except it be naming the illbftri- 
ous foreigners who fubCcribed for his works, 
which not only does honour to him but to out 
nation. They were the queen of Sweden, his 
royal highnefs the duke of Orleans regent of 
France, the great duke of Tufeany, the great 
prince of I'ufcany, the duke of Modena, the 
prince of Parma, the doge of Genoa, the 
duke of Guaftalla, prince Eugene, cardinal 
del Giudicc, cardinal da Bois, and mar(lia( 
dTIilrecs. To meniicn the great names of our 
own nation, would be to tranferibe the lifts of 
our nobJ^y, and therefore we fliall reft this 
point here, prefuming that in few other lives 
it will be carried further. 

The author of a celebrated poem, intituled 
Faiiion Difplayed, who xvas juftly celebrated 
for giving an ingenious turn to his ill nature ; 
began ^ early war upon our author. In that 
poem, ne makes his patron Montague, there 
charaderifed by the name of fiatnillo, de- 
fcribc'him thus ; 
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On Addifon we fafely nay depend, , 

A penfion never falls to gain a friend ; 

Thro’ Alpine Hills, he £all my name refonnd « 
And make his patron known in claific ground. 

Mrs Manley, in her ieqnel to the Atalantis, 
gives our author’s charader at large, under 
the name of Maro, what fhe fays of him, is 
every way to his advantage, were it not for 
this ill-natured apoftrophe, on feeing him in 
Sergius’s gallery. 

** O pity, that politics and fordid interefl:, 
fhould have carried him out of the road of 
Helicon, fnacched him from the embraces of 
the mufes, to throw into an old withered 
fiatefman’s arms, kc.** 

This withered ftatefman, whom he had be- 
fore called Sergius, is the fame lord Halifax, 
mentioned by the foregoing writer. But the 
feverelt attack that ever Mr, Addifon felt, was 
from the following verfes, bright anjj^picrcing 
as lightning, and as fatally blaUing. 

Peace to all fuch ! but were there one whofe 
fires. 

True genius kindles, and fair fame infpxres ; 

BIcil with each talent, and each art to pleafe, 

And born to write, converfe, and live with 
cafe; 


Shou’4 
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Shou’d fach a man too fond to rale alone. 
Bear, like the Turk, no brother near the 
throne. 

View him with fcornful, yet with jealous 
eyes, 

And hate for arts, that caufed himfelf te 
rife ; 

Damn with faint praife, aflent with civil 
leer. 

And without fneering teach the reft to 
fnecr : 

Willing to wound, and yet afraid to ftrike. 
Juft hint a fault, and hefitate diflike ; 

Alike referv'd to blame, or to commend, 

A tim’rous foe, and a fufpicious friend ; 
Dreading e’en fools by flatters befieged. 

And fo obliging, that he ne’er obliged : 

Like Cato, gives his little fenate laws. 

And fits attentive to his own applaufe : 
While wits and templars ev’ry fentence raife. 
And wonder with a fooliih face of praife. • 
Who but muft laugh, if fuch a man there be 7 
Who would not weep, if Atticus were he. 

. 

An author in Mill’s journal, gives the follow* 
bag account of this tranladlion, 

Mr. Addfon rmfed this author, i. e« 
Pope, from obfeurity, obtained him the ac- 
quaintance and friend&ip of the whole body of 
our nobility, and transferred his powerful in- 
terefi with thofe great men to this rifing bard. 
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who frequently levied by that means unufiial* 
contributions on the public. ■■■ . No fooner 
wiis his body lifelefs, but this author, reviving 
his refentment, libelled the memory of his 
departed friend ; and, what was (till more 
heinous, made the fcandal public.” 

In anfwer to this, it is faid, that the whole 
is falfe, that Mr. Addifon never introduced 
Mr. Pope to any noblemen, or procured him 
the fubfcription of one gentleman ; as to the 
libel, perfons of integrity a'^e appealed to, 
who faw and approved the foregoing veifes, in 
no wife a libel, but a friendly rebuke, fent in 
the author^s own hand to Mr. Addifon bim- 
ielf,. and never made public by him, until 
printed by Curll and others. There is indeed, 
a letter of the biihop of Rochofter’s extant, 
wherein thefe verfes are highly commended, 
but this is feven years after Mr. .Addifoii’s 
death; and there is another letter of Mr. 
Pope*s to Mr. Craggs, written near four years 
before Mr. Addimn's death, wherein mo^ of 
the fame thoughts appear in profe. 


TH* 
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’ ,T«E LIFE OP 

Samuel Clarke. 


D ft.SAMtJEL Clarke, a very learned and 
eminent divine of the laft and prefent 
centuries, was born in the city of Norwich, 
on the eleventh of Odober, 1675 ; and edu- 
cated in the free-fchool of that place, under 
the care of the reverend Mr. Burton. 

His father was Edward Clarke;.'^ alder- 
tnan of that city, and one of ita rl^renta*’ 
rives in parlxaxnenrfbr feveral yeart: a gentle- 
man of an excellent natnral capacity, and un* 
tainted reputation for probity and virtue. Hit 
mother was Hannah, the daughter of Samuel^ 
Parmenter, merchant, of the iaXM city. Mr. 
Whifton ioferms os, that Mr. Clarke was lb 
acceptably to the citizens of Norwich, th^c 
they chofe him, without any (bllicitation, nay, 
againfl his own inclination, to reprefent them 
in parliament. 

In 1691, he was removed to Caius-ccDege, 
in Cambridge, under the tuition of Mr. Ellis, 
afterwards Sir John Ellis. Here his great ge- 
nius and abilities foon difcovered themfelves ; 
and, before be .was much above twenty-orxe 

years 
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J ears of age, he greatly contributed, both by 
is own example, and his excellent tranfla- 
tion of, and notes upon, Kohaut’s Phyiics^ to 
the eftablifliment of the Newtonian philofo- 

p^^y* 

There have been four editions of it : the 
firft, in 1697, in 8vo; the laH, in 1718, in 
8vo, under this title, Jacobi RohaultiPhyfica; 
Latine vertit, recenfuit, & uberioribus jam 
Annotationibus, ex illuilriffimi Ifaaci Newtoni 
Phiiofophia maximam partem hauflis, amplifi- 
cavic Se ornavit S. Clarke, S.T.P. Accedunt 
etiam in hac quarta editione novse aliquot Ta- 
bulae ari inciia, & Annotationes multum funt 
iu6ts. 

Dr. John Clarke, dean of Sarum, and our 
author’s brother, tranflated this work into En-» 
glifli, and publifhed it, in two volumes, 8vo, 
under the title of Rohault’s Syftem of Natural 
Philofophy; which is illuftrated with Dr. Sa- 
«inuel Clarke’s Notes, taken moftly out of Sir 
Jfaac Newton’s Philofophy ; with Additions. 
Done into Englilh by John Clarke, D. D. — * 
The motives that induced Dr. Sanyiel Clarke 
to tranflate and comment upon Mr. Rohault» 
may be feen in the following remark. 

When our author came firft to the univerfity, 
the fyftem of Des Cartes was the eftabliihed 
philofophy there ; though, as bifbop Hoadly 
juftlyobfervcs, it was no more than the inven- 
tion of an ingenious and luxuriant fancy; 
having no foundation in the reality of things, 

nor 
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nor any correrpondency to the certainty of 
fa6^s. 

Mr. Ellis himfelf, Mr. Clarke’s tutor, tho* 
a very learned man, was a zealot for this phi-» 
lofophy, and, no doubt, gave his pupils the 
mod favourable imprefiions of what he had (b 
clofely embraced himfelf. 

The great Sir Kaac Newton had indeed then 
publilhed his Principia : bu( this book was for 
the few ; both the matter and manner of it 
placing it, out of the reach of the generality 
even of learned readers ; and ftrong prejudice» 
in favour of what had been received, working 
againd it. But neither the difficulty of the 
talk, nor the refpeCl be paid to the director of 
his (tudies, nor the warmth and prejudice of 
all around him, had any influence upon bit 
mind. ^ 

Diflatisfied therefore with arbitrary hypoth^*^ 
fes, he applied himfelf to the fludy of what was 
real and fubftantial ; and in this fludy he made 
fuch uncommon advances, that he was prefently 
mailer of the chief parts of the Newtonian 
philofophy * and, in order to his firft degree, 
performed a public exercife in the fchools upon 
a queflion taken from thence ; which furprized 
the whole audience, both for the accuracy of 
knowledge, and clearnefs of expreffion, that 
appeared through the whole. 

The fyftem of natural philofophy then gene- 
rally taught in the univerfity, was that written 
by Mr. Rohault, entirely founded upon the 

Carle- 
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Cartefian principlesi and very ill tranilated inta 
Latin. 

Mr. Clarke juAty thoaght, that philofophU 
cal notions might be exprelTed in pure Latin ; 
and therefore refolved to give a new tranflation 
of that author ; and to add to it fuch notes as 
might lead Auden ts infenfibly, and by de- 
grees, to other and truer rotions than could be 
found there. And this certainly, rhe bilhop 
obferves, was a more prudent method of intro- 
ducing truth unknown before, than to attempt 
to throw afide this treatife entirely, and write 
a new one inilead of it. 

The fuccefs anfwered exceedingly well to 
his hopes ; for, by this means, the true philo- 
fophy has, without any noife, pievaiied ; and 
to this day his tranflation of Kobault is, ge- 
nerally fpcaking, the flandin^-tcxt for Lectures; 
and his notes, the firfl diredlion to thofe who 
are willing to receive the reality and truth of 
Irhings, in the place of invention and ro- 
mance. 

Mr. Whifton relates, that, in the year 16971 
while he was chaplain to Dr. Moorp^ then bi-> 
Ibop of Norwich, he met young Mr. Clarke^, 
at that time wholly unknown to him, at one 
of the coflee- houfes in the market-place of 
Norwich ; where they entered into a converfa* 
tion about the Cartefian philofophy, particu- 
larly Rohault’s Phyfics ; which Mr-. Clarke’s 
tutor, Mr. Whifton Vays, had put him to tranf* 
late« 
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Mr. Whifton being afked his opinion con- 
cerning the fienefs of fuch a tranflacion> an- 
fwercd, 

Since the youth of the univcrfity moft 
havci at prefent* fome fyftcm of natural phi- 
jofophy for their (ludics and exercifes ; and 
fince the true fyfiem of Sir Ifaac Newton is 
not yet made cafy et ough for that purpofe ; it 
is not improper, for their fakes, to trarflate 
and ufe the fyftem of Rohauir, who was 
cfieemed the bell cxpofitor of Des Cartes ; 
but, as foon as Sir Ifaac Newton’s philofophy 
comes to be better known, that only ought to 
be taught, and the ocher dropped/’ 

The lad part of his advice, Mr. Whifton 
tcHs us, has Rot been followed ; Dr. Clarke’s 
Rohault being flill the principal book for 
young ftudents in the univcrfity. Though , 
firch an obfervation (he adds) is no to the 
honour of the tutors, who, in reading KohauUt 
do only retsd a philofbphical romance to their 
pupils, almoft perpetually contradiAed by the 
better notes thereto belonging.” 

However, upon this occafion, Mr. Whifton 
and Mr. Clarke fell into a difeourfe about the 
wonderful difeoveries made in Sir Ifaac New- 
ton’s philofophy ; and the rcfult was, that Mr. 
Whifton was greatly furprized, that fo young a 
man, as Mr. Clarke then was, fhould know 

fa 
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fo much of thofe fublime dircoveries which 
were then almoft a fecret to all, but to a few 
particular mathematicians. 

^ Afterwards, he turned his thoughts to divi- 
nity ; and, having taken holy-orders, became 
chaplain to Dr, John Moore, bifliop of Nor- 
wich. 

His firft fiudies, in order to fit himfelf for 
the facred fundlion, were, the Old Tenement 
in the original Hebrew, the New in the origi- 
nal Greek, and the primitive Chri Hi an writers. 
The hrft.of thele he then read with that exafl- 
nefs of judgment, which very few have flicwn 
after a much longer application ; and which 
furnilhed him with many obfcrvalions, written 
at that time with his own hand in the margin, 
relatiug to the miftakes of the common tranfla* 
tibnofit, ,, 

The bifhop of Norwich being a great pa« 
tron of learning and learned men, received 
'Mr. Clarke into his familiarity and friendfhip, 
to fuch a remarkable degree, that he lived for 
near twelve years in that llation, with all the 
decent freedoms of a brother and an equal, ra- 
ther than an inferior. The bifliop’s value 
for him increafed every day, and there was no 
mark of eHeem he did not fliew him while he 
lived; and, at his death, he gave him the 
highefl proof of confidence, in leaving all the 
concerns of his family folely in his hands'; a 
trufi which Mr. Clarke executed with the moft 
faithful exadnefs, and to the entire fatisfa6ltoa 
of every perfon concerned, 

Mr. 
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Mr. Whiiton lays clum to the merit of in- 
troducing Mr« Clarke to the acquaintance and 
frlendlhip of the bifliop of Norwich. After 
the converfation mentioned above, which Mr. 
Whiflon gave the biihop an account of, upon 
his return to the palace, alderman Clarke and 
his (bn were, by order of the bifhop, invited, 
and handfomely entertained, by Mr. Whifioa 
at the palace. 

The next year, 1698, Mr. Whidon, being 
collated by the bifhop to the living of Lowe- 
ftoft, in Suffolk, ref]^>nedhischaplainfhip, in 
which he was fuccecded by Mr. Clarke. 

In 1699, publifhed Three Pradlical Ef- 
fays upon Baptifm, Confirmation, and Re* 
pentance ; and an anonymous piece, intituled. 
Reflexions on Parc of a Book called Amyn- 
tor. 

The wholb title of his Praftical Efiays 'is. 
Three Pradlical Effays on Baptifm, Confirma- 
tion, and Repentance: containing full Inflruc* * 
tions for a Holy Life ; with earned Exhorta- 
tions, efpecially to young Perfons, drawn from 
the Confideration of the Severity of the Difci- 
pline of the Primitive Church. 

The author, in his Preface, having obferved 
the miftakes men have run into with refpe£t to 
the great bnfinefs of repentance and conver- 
iion, tells us, his defign in thefe Eflays, is, 
** to endeavour briefly to fet this great and im- 
portant matter in its true light, from the ana- 
logy of fcripturci and from the lenfe of the 

purcft 
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pureft ages of the primitive church : to fliew, 
that, at Baptifm, God always bellows that 
grace which is neceilkry to enable men to per- 
form their duty ; and that to thofe who arc 
baptifed in their infancy* this grace is fealed 
and aflured at confirmation ; that* from hence 
forward, men are bound* with that affiftance* 
to live in the conflant pra£lice of their known 
duty ; and are not to expert* except in extra- 
ordinary cafes, any extraordinary* much lefs 
irrefiAible* grace, to preferve them in their 
duty* or to convert them from fin : that* if 
after this they fall into any great wickednefs* 
they are bourd by this to a proportionably 
great and particular repentance : and that* as 
the Gofpel hath given fufficient durance of 
fuch lepentance being accepted* to comfort and 
encourage all true penitents ; fo it has fufiici- 
cntly fhewn the difficulty of K at all times* 
and the extreme danger of it when late* tode* 
ter men rrom delaying it when they are con- 
vinced of its neceffity* and from adding to 
their fins when they hope to have them for- 
given.” 

Bifhop Hoadly mentions thefe EfTays* and 
the Refledtions on Amyntor* not to put them 
upon a level with the author’s other perform- 
ances, but only as having upon them rh? plain 
marks of a Chritlian frame of mind* and as 
proofs of his knowledge in the writings of 
thofe early ages* even at his iirft fetting out 
into the world. 


Mr. 
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•Mr. 'Whiflon efteems thefe Eilays the mod 
ferious treatife Mr Clarke ever wrote; and 
which « with a little corre£lion, will dill be 
very ufefui ia all Chridian lamilies. Upon this 
occafion, Mr. Whidon tells us» he remembers, 
he once told Dr. Claike, after he had been 
once at St. James’s, and about the court. That 
he doubted he was not now fo ferious, and 
good aChridian, as he had been in the days of 
Hermas. 

i'his, he fays. Dr. Clarke readily underdood 
to mean the. time of his writing thefe three 
pradical Edays ; in which he had very often 
quoted that excellent, but defpifed, book of 
Primitive Chridianity, I'he Shepheid of Her* 
mas. — There have been five editions of thefe 
Efiays. 

The whole title of his Reflexions on Amyn* 
tor,' is, Son^ Reflexions on that Part of a 
Book called Amyntor ; or, A Defence of 
Milton’s Life; which relates to the Writings, 
of the Primitive Fathers, and the Canon of 
the New Tedament; in a Letter to a Friend. 

The author of Amyntor, it is well known, 
was the famous Mr. Toland : and the propo- 
fitions maintained therein, which Dr. Clarke 
thought mod to deferve confideration, are 
thefe three '; 

Fird, That the books aferibed to the difei-* 
pies and companions of the apodles, which are 
iHll extant, and .at this time thought genuine, 

and 
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and of great authority; fuch as, the Epiftleof 
CleMens to the Corinthians, the Epiftles of 
Ignatius, the Epiftle of Polycarp to the Phil* 
Hppians, the Paftor of Hermas, and the 
Epiftle of Barnabas, Sec. are all very eafily 
proved to be fpurious, and fraudulently impofed 
upon the credulous. 

Secondly, That it is the eafiefl talk in the 
world, to ihew the ignorance and fupefftition 
of the writers of thele books ; that Barnabas 
has many ridiculous palTages ; and, by faying, 
that the apoftles, before their converiion, were 
the greateH iinners in nature, we are robbed 
of an argument we draw from their integrity 
and (implicit^ againft inifidels : that the Pallor 
of Hernias is the fillteil book in the world ; 
and, that Ignatius fays. The Virginity of 
Mary was a Secret to the Devil; which Dr. 
Clarke fuppofes, Mr. Toland ckfes as a ridicu- 
lous faying. 

Thirdly, That they, who think thefe books 
genuine, ought to receive them into the ca- 
non of feripture, fince the reputed authors of 
them were companions and fellowHlabourers of 
the apoflles, as well as St. Mark and St. Luke ; 
which is the only reaibn (Mr. T. ever heard 
of) why chele two evangelifts are thought in- 
ipired: 

Thefe are the prindpal allertions of the au- 
thor of Amyntor ; in oppoBtion to which. Dr. 
Clarke advances and mainuins, the three fol- 
lowing propofitions : 

Firft, 
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That^ thoag^ We .are not infallibly 
certain* that the epiftles of Cleinensj Igna- 
tius, Polycarfii and Barnabas* with the Pallor 
of Hernias* are genuine ; yet that they are 
generally believed to be ^fo* upon very great 
authority* and with very good rcafon. 

Secondly, That, therefore, though they 
are not received as of the fame authority with 
the canonical books of the New Teflament, 
yet they ought to have a proportionable vene- 
ration paid to them, both with refpeA to the 
authors, and to the writings themfelves. 

Thirdly, That, Neither the belief of the 
genuinenefi of thefe books, nor the refpefl 
paid to them as fucli, does in the leall dimi* 
nilli from the autlioriiy of the New Tellament, 
or tend to make the number of the canonical 
books uncertain or precarious. 

This tra£l was firll publilhed without a 
name in 1699, and fince added to Dr. Clarke’i^ 
Letter to Mr. Dodwcll, &c. 

In 1701, he publilhed his Paraphrafe on the 
Gofpel of Si. Matthew ; which was foon folr 
lowed by thofe on St. Mark* Luke and 
John. 

Among the many excellent commentaries 
and expofitions upon the books of the holy 
fcripturc, there had been none, wherein the 
text of the New Tcftament is fully paraphraied 
with brevity and plainnefs*. 

Erafmus's performance of this kind is I'cry 
elegant and judicious : but his explications ^re 
, Yol.X. E large. 
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^argt, liavine frequMt dl^refltons ; in miaj 
places he indulges allegoritnl interpretft'tions ; 
and» beMes, the beauty of his work is verjr 
much loft in our tranflatiori. 

The eminent and learned bifhop Hall wrote 
a pious expoiition upon particular difficult 
texts ; but» becaofeitwas only upon particular 
texts, the defign itfelf allowed him not to re- 
gard traniitions, and to make his paraphrale 
one continued uninterrupted difcourie. 

Dr. Hammond has, with great pains, col- 
le^cd all the affiftances of antient and modem 
learning ; and, with great fuccefs* applied 
them to the explication of the New I'cfta- 
aaent. But thoie who juftly admire his great 
learning and ftill in interpreting, yet com- 
plain of the obfcuiity and perplexednefs of his 
ftiie; which makes his paraphrafe ibmewhat 
difficult, and of lefs general hfe ; and, be- 
sides, it was never printed by itfelf without his 
large notes. 

Dr. Patrick, bifliop of Ely, has, with ad- 
mirable learning and judgment, brought this 
way of writing to perfeAlon, in his Paraphrafe 
OMn ibme books of the Old Teftament ; and 
all, who defire to underfiand the Scriptures 
fully, will ever wiffi he had gone through all 
the writings of the Old and New Teftament 
in the fame way. 

Others, who have written good Expoiitions 
upon the Holy Scriptures, have either made 
large commentaries, of left general and con- 
llttt life ; or have infified chiefly on fuch cri- 
tical 
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tjcid obfervadonSf as are proper only for the 
learned. 

^ Dr* Clarke tells vls , he hat endeavooied* 
in thefe pafwrs, to exprefs the full fenfe of the 
evangelifta in ^e plaineft words ; and to con- 
tinue the (enfe, without interruption^ by the 
deareft tranfitions he could. He has all along 
confulced the bell expofitorsj and (eleded out 
of every one what (eemed to dtfcover the moft 
natural meaning of the text ; and, where any 
thing remarkable offered itfelf to his thoughts, 
different from what he met with in commenta- 
tors, he let it down in fiiort notes in the mar- 
gin. But ocher critical obfcrvations he has 
generally omitted (excepting what ufe is made 
of them in the Paraphrafe) that he might not 
fwell the marginal notes into a commentaiy, 
and trouble The reader with repeating whac 
others had faid already.” 

Of how great benefit thefe Paraphrafes have 
been, and always will be, to thofe Bngliih 
readers, wljo have fenfe and goodnefs enough 
to be plealed with a juft reprefentation of me 
true meaning of what b recorded in the Gof- 
pe], we need not fay : and we cannot but ex- 
prefs our wilhes, tnat he had purfiied his ori- 
ginal defign, which was to have cmnpleated 
the work upon the whole New Teftament. — - 
We are told he had adlually begun bb Para- 
phrafe upon the A£b of the Apoftles ; but 
fomething accidental interrupted the execution; 

E |a and 
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and it is now only to be hmentedv that he did 
not afterwards refuine and complete 16 excel* 
lent a work ; which his friends often prefled 
upon him, and to which he wonld (bmetimes 
anfwer. That it was made lels neceflTary by the 
labours of feveral worthy and learned perlbns, 
iince the publication of his work upon the Four 
Gofpels.—-— There have been four editions of 
Dr. Clarke’s Paraphrafe. 

Biihop Moore gave our author the refiory 
of Drayton, near Norwich, and procured for 
him a pariih in that city; both together of 
very inconflderable value; and thefe he ferved 
himielT in the (eafon when the biihop redded 
at Norwich* His jpreaching was, at fird, with- 
out notes ; and fo continued till he became 
reftor of St. James’s. 

In the year 1704, he was ^pointed to 
preach Mr. Boyle’s Lefture ; aaj the fubje^ 
he chofe, was, The Being and Attributes of 
' God : in which he fucceeded fo well, that he 
was appointed to preach the fame lecture the 
next year ; when he chofe for his fubjedlr, The 
Evidences of Natural and Revealed Reli- 
gion. 

. His fermons on theie fobjefls are thrown in- 
to continued dxfoouries, and printed together^ 
under the general title of, A Dilcourfe con- 
cerning the Being and Attributes of God, the 
Obligations of Natural Religion, and _ the 
Truth and Certainty of Chriiltan Revelation ; 
in Anfwer to Mr. Hobbs (Spinoza, the Au- 
thor of The Oracles of Keafon) and pther 

Deniers 
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Deoten of Nataral aad Revealed Religion ; 
being Sixteeti Seraoni, preached in the Ca» 
thedral Church of St* Paul, in the years 1704 
and 170^9 at the LeAure founded by Robert 
Bo^e, elq. 

The particular title of the firft eight fer- 
mons is, A Demonfiration of the Being and 
Attributes of God. 

There having been already publiihed, many 
and good books, to prove the Being 'and At- 
tiibutes of God, our author chofe to contraft 
what was requifite for him to fay upon this 
fubjeifl, into as narrow a compafs, aud^to ex* 

t reis what he had to offer, in as few words as 
e could with perfpicuity. For which reafon, 
he confined himfelf to one only method, or 
continued thread of arguing ; which he endea- 
voured froulfl be as near to mathematical, as 
the nature of fuch a difeoarie would allow; 
omitting fome other arguments, which be 
could not difesrn to be fo evidently conclufive :* 
•* becaufe,’^ to ufc his own words, ** it feems 
not to be, at any time, for the read advantage 
of truth,* to ufc arguments, in its bebatf^ 
founded only on fuch kypotbefes, as the advert 
iaries apprehend they cannot be compellt^ to 
grant” Yet he has not mads it hfs bufioefs 
to oppofe any of thofe arguments, becauie he 
thought it not the bcA way, '* for any one to 
recommend his own performance, by endea- 
vouring to difeover the imperfeflioD of others,, 
who are engaged in the fame defign with bimU 
E 3 lelC. 
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of promoting the interefi of true religioft 
and virtue.’* 

Dr. Clarke’s Sermons at Mr. Boyle’s Lec- 
ture were printed in two diftindl volumes ; the 
former in 17051 and the latter in 1706. They 
have been iince printed in one volume, and 
have pafled through feveral editions. In the 
fourth and fifth editions, were added feveral 
letters to Dr. Clarke fi om a Gentleman in 
Glouceilerfhire (Dr; Jofeph Butler, afterwards 
bi&op of Brifiol) i elating to the Demon* 
i!ration, &c. with the dodor’s anfww. In 
the and feventh editions, were added, A 
Dircourfe concerning the Conneflion of the 
Prophecies in the Old Tellament, and the Ap* 
plication of them to Chrift; and, An Anfwer 
to a Seventh Letter concerning the Argument 
a Priori. 

Dr. Clarke having endeavoured to fhew, 
that the Being of a God may be demonftrated 
by arguments a Priori (in which attempt, 
whether fucccfsful or not, furely he may be 
cxcufcd) has unluckily involved the cenfure a 
.very great wit has pafTed upon this' method of 
reaioning, in the following lines of the fourth 
book of his Dunciad, which he puts into the 
mouth of one of his Dunces addreffing himfelf 
to the Goddefi : 

Let others creep by timid fieps and Bow, 

.On plain experience lay foundations low. 

By common fenie to common knowledge bred. 
And, laB, to nature’s caufc thro’ nature led. 

All. 
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All feeing in tby mills, we want no guide. 
Mother of arrogance, and (barce of pride! 

We nobly take the high Priori road, 

And realon downward, ’dll we doubt of God. 

Upon which wo ha^ the following note : 

** Thofe, who, from the^efiefis in thu vxfi* 
ble world, deduce the eternal power and God- 
head of the Firll Caufe, though they cannot 
attain to an adequate idea of the Deity, yet 
difcover W much of him, as enables them to 
fee the end of their creation, and the means 
of their hwpinefs ; whereas they, wlSV take 
this high Priori road (as' Hobbs, Spinoza, 
Des Cartes, and feme Better Reafoners) for 
one that goes right, ten lofe tbemfelvei in 
mills, or ramble after vifions, which deprive 
them of all^^ght of their end, and mdlead 
them in the choice of wrong means.” 

Mr. Pope would, perhaps, have fpared hit , 
better reafoners, and not have joined them 
with fuch company, had be recollcfled our au- 
thor’s apolpgy for uhng the argument a Priori. 
The argument 4 Pafteriori, be tells us, is, in- 
deed, by far, the mod generally ufeful arga« 
ment, muft eafy to be underftood, and; , in 
feme degree fuited to all capacities ; and there- 
fore it ought always to be diilindly infilled 
upon. But, for as much as athcifiical writers 
have fometimes oppofed the Being and Attri- 
butes of God by loch metapbyfical r^afonings, 
as can no otherwife be obviated, than by ar- 
E 4 . guing 
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guifrg ^ Prioiif therefore tbii maimer of 
going alfe ii oftfol and neceAry in its proj^r 
place. 

Bifliop Hoadly* fpeaking of Dr. Clarke’s 
Demdoitration^ &c. tells U8» He has laid 
the foundations of true religion too deep and 
ftrongi to be Ihiken, either by the fuperfti- 
rion 0 ^ fome, or the infidelity Of others.’*^ 
Thus he chofe |jarticularly to confider the 
arguings of Spinoza and HobbSf the moft 
plaufiUe patrons of the fyfiem of Fate and 
Neceffity ; a fyftm which, by drftroying all 
truelfcedom of aflion in any intelligent being, 
at the fame time defiroys all that can be fiited 
virtue, or praife- worthy.” That, *« this be- 
ing a iubjed, into which all the fubtihies and 

S uerks of met^hyfics had entered^ and thrown 
Iteir ufual obicarity and intricr^y ; the diffi- 
culty lay in clearing away this rubbilh of con- 
fufion ; in introducing-.a language that could 
be underllood ; in clothing the clearefl ideas 
in this plain and manly language; and in cen- 
cluding nothing but from fuch evidence as 
amounts to Demon ftrative.” Thar, He be- 
gan with felf-evident propofidons; from them 
advanced to fuch as received their proof from 
the former ; and in thefe took r.o fiep till ho 
had fecured the way before him.” Ihat, 
** Throughout the whole, no word is ufed 
but what IS intelligible to all who are at all 
verfed in fuch fabjeds, and what exprefies the 
clear idea in the mind of him who makes nfo 
t. of 
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ofiV* And, thAC « Attii one regular boil4* 
ing, erc€ted upon an immoveable fonitdatioiir 
and rifing up, from one ftage to another^ with.* 
equal ftrength and dignity/’ 

Let us hear Mr. Whifton'^s opinion in rela- 
tion to this performance of Dr. Clarke’s. He 
tells us, when the author brought him his 
booki he was in his garden, over-agatbft St. 
Peter's College, in Cambridge, where he then 
lived. 

" Now I perceived,’* fays he, that, In- 
thefe Sermons, he had dealt a great Sta\ ia 
ab draft .ind metaphylic rcafonfngs. 1 there- 
fore afkcd him, how he ventured into fuch fub- 
tilties, which T never durd meddle with? and 
ihewinghrnyi nettle, or the like contemptible- 
weed, in my garden, I told him, that weed 
contained better arguments for the Being and 
Attributes of God than all his metaphyiics. < 
He confefTed it to be ib; but aVledged, for 
himfelf, that, fince fuch phiiofophers as Hobbs 
and Spino7,a had made ufe of thole kind of 
fubtiltie.s againd, bethought proper to Ihew, 
chat the like way of reafoning might be better 
made ufe of on the other fide of religion. 
Which reafoR, orexcufe, I allowed not to be 
inconfiderable. 

As to myfelf, I confefs T have long 
efteemed (uch kind of arguments as the mofl; 
fubrle, but the lead fatisfaftory, of all other, 
whatfoever. And my own opinion is, that, 

E 5 perhaps. 
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perhaps* angels* or fome of the orders of ts^ 
tional beings fuperior to them* may he able 
to reafoD a great way a Priori* as it'4s call^^* 
and from tnetaphyfics* to their own and others 
fatisfa^ion ; but I do net perceive* that we 
men* in oar prefent iinperfeA flate* can do 
fc.” 


Whatever this honeft gentleman can* or caiw 
not* do* it is certain* that Dr. Clarke* and 
other ingenious men, of clear heads and found 
judgments* have reafoned a great way a Pri* 
ori ; and that metaphyfical reafoning* in fuch 
handst is not only the mod fatisfaftory* but is 
the higheft and nobleft effort of the human un- 
derftanding. 

In his Difeourfos On the Evidences of Na» 
tural and Revealed Religion* he laid the foun- 
dations of morality deep* in the'^^mutual ’rela- 
tions of things and perfons one to another; in 
the unalterable ficnefs of fome afliors* and the 
unfitcefs of others ; and in the will of the 
great Creator of all thingr*. evident from his 
making man capable of leeing thefe relations 
and this fftnefs of judging concerning them* 
and of adling agreeably to that judgmens. 
He then proceeded to demonflrate the Chriftian 
religion to be wcTthy of God* from its inter- 
nal evidence* taken from the pcrfedl agreea- 
blcnefs of its main dedgn to the light of na- 
ture* and to all morale obligations of eternal 
reafon; without which agreeablenefs* all the 
arguments in the world could never conclude 
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in its favour ; and, after this, to prove it 19 
have been aSually revealed to the world by 
God, from the external evidence of prophecy 
^oihg before it, and of miracalous works per- 
formed in exprefs confirmation of it. 

Thefe Sermons, together with thofe on 
Being and Attributes of God, every Chriftiao 
in this country, as biihop Hoadly well ob- 
ferves, ** ought to efieem as his treafiire ; as 
they contain the true ftrength, not only oF 
natural but of revealed religion;, whico, if 
ever it be removed from fuch a foundation, or 
feparated from fuch an alliance with reafon and 
nncorrupted nature, will not long Aibfill in 
the belief of underibnding perfons after fuch 
a feparation: and therefore. What God hath 
joined together, let not man put afunder.’’ 

About this time, or not much later, Mr, 
Whifton tell^us, he difcovereo that Mr Clarke 
had been looking into the primitive writers, 
and began to fulpefl, that the Athanafian doc- 
trine of the Trinity was not the doftrine of 
the early ages. 

Whether Mr. (Slrllaac) Newton had given . 
Mr. Clarke'any intimations of that nature, or 
whether it arofe from enquiries of his own, 
Mr. Whifton, who gives us this account, can- 
not dircAly inform us ; though he inclines to 
the latter. This only he remembers to have 
heard Mr. Clarke fay, that he never reiul 
Athanafian creed, in his parifli, at or near 
Norwich, but once, and ihat was only by miA 
^ 6 take^ 
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take; at a time when it was not appointed by 
the rubrick. 

to 1706, his patron bffliop Moore, by Iris 
ihtereft, procured for him the reAory of St. 
Sennet Paul’s wharf in liOndon. 

The' fame year, he publiflied his letter to 
Mr. Dridwell, in anfwcr to that author’s Epif- 
tolary Difcoorfe conccrntu^ the Tin mortality of 
the The wh'^lc title is, A f.etter to Mr. 
jt)odwell j vvherf'n all (he armaments in his 
Epift lary dlM:c irfc agairiil tlse rmtnortality oi 
.the Soul are particala.ly a)^vi‘retl, and the 
judgment of the Fathers <o'M cniMig that mat- 
ter truly reprefe t; ted. Mr. Dcdwcll’s booh, 
againll which this is levtll'd, is irtitled : An 
Epiftalary Difeoupfe, fi'om the Scrip- 

tures, and the firft Knhcr, that the foul is a 
priftciplc naturiiily 'n-'^rral, but iuunnrtaliy.cd 
a^^ualjy by the pU punifhment 

or to reward, ••) .tN un’on i^irh the divine 
bapcifmal fp-rit , WhtMC’ii proved, that 
none have ihe power of giving this divine 
immorralisiing fpirit, fince the apoAlcs, but 
only the bidiops. 

The mifehievous tendency of this do6lrine, 
as it was backed by the great name of the 
author in the learned world, made it more 
necei&iry that an anfwer fhould be given to 
what, from another hand, might perhaps have 
been received as a dcAgned banter upon both 
natural and revealed religion. Mr. Clarke 
was thought the moft proper peribn for this 
work, And he did it (fays the biOiopof 

Win.. 
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WItichefItfr} in fo excellent a ttianneft botle 
with regard to the philolbphical part, and to 
the opinions of Tome of the prhnitiee writer?^ 
upon whom this dofirtne was fined, that it 
gave univerfal latisfa^ion.” But this contra* 
verfy did not ftop here. For Mr. Anthony 
Collins, coming in as a fecond to Mr. Dod* 
well, went much farther into the philofophy 
of the difputc, and indeed feemed to prodace 
til' that could pkufibly be faid, acainft the 
immateriality of the foulj as wdl as the 
MHity of human a^ltons. 

Thif opened a larger iicld of controverfy. 
Into which Mr Clarke entered, and wrote 
^viih inch a fpiiir of clearnefs and demonftra- 
tiori, as (hewed him greatly fuperior to his 
adverfarics both in mctaphyrical and iiatiiraf 
knowledge ''' 

And I am perfuaded, (fay^ bifhop H6ad* 
ly,) that, what he has writ in this contro*» 
verfy comprehends the little that the ancients 
had faid well, and adds Bill more evidence 
than ever clearly appeared before, and in all 
words that had a meaning to them ; it will re- 
main the llandard of good (en(e oh that fide of 
the queftion, on which he fpent ib many of 
his thought]^ as upon one of bis favourite 
points.'* ^ 

Mr. Clarke’s piece was (bon followed by 
Ibar defences of it in four (everal letters to 
the author of a letter to the learned Mr. Henry 

Dod. 
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Dodwcll ; contaimfl|; fome remarks on a j^pre* 
tended) demonftration of the immateriality 
aad natural immortality of the foul, in Mr, 
Clarke’s anfwer to his late Epiftolary Dif* 
cpurfe, 

The fame year likewife, he tranflated Sir 
Ifaac Newton’s Treadle of Opticks into ele* 
gant Ladn. 

^ In the midft of his other labours, he found 
tme alfo to fhew bis regard to the mathema- 
tical and phyfical Rudies, and his cxaA know- 
ledge and ikill in them. And his natural af- 
fedion and capacity for thefe Rudies were not 
a little improved by the particular fnendfiiip 
of the incomparable Sir liaac Newton ; at 
whofe requeR, bifhop Hoadly tells us, he 
tranflated that excellent performance, and fent 
it all over Europe in a plainer and lefs am- 
biguous Rile, than the EngliRi lar;guage will 
permit. And here it may be proper to add, 
.that, after the death of that great man. Dr. 
Clarke vindicated his doctrine concerning the 
propordon of velocity and force of bodies in 
motion, againfl the objeflions of fome late 
mathematicians, in a &ort, plain, and maf- 
terly leder. Nor muR it be forgot, that Sir 
Ifaac Newton was fo particularly pleafed with 
our author’s verflon of his ^ticbs, that 
he prefented him the Aim of Iwe hundred 
pound’s, or one hundred pound for each child, 
the dodor having then five children. 

He was now brought by his patron to court, 
and recommended to the favour of queen 
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Anne* who appointed him one of her chi^« 
tains in ordinary ; and foonaftery in confider- 
ation of his great merit,, and at the requeft of 
the bilhopy prefented him to the reAory of 
St. James’s Wfftminftert from which time 
he left off his former way of preaching with- 
out notes, and made it his bufioeis to com- 

E ofe, and write down, as accurate feraons as 
e could. 

From the time of his taking pofleffion of 
this living, he refided conftantly in the rec-' 
tory-houfe ; fcldoni leaving the place, nnlefs 
for a few weeks in the long vacation, when 
the town was empty : and during the time of 
his being redor, befides the regular perform- 
ante of all the other duties of his profeffion, 
he followed the cuftom of his predeceflbrs, in ^ 
reading ledures upon the church cacechifni, 
every thur^ay morning, for fome months in 
the year. 

Upon his advancement to this ftadon in • 
1 709, he took the degree of dodor in divi- 
nity at Caaibridge, and diftinguilhed himfelf 
upon thhjt occaGon by the performance of a 
remarkable public exercife. The queltions on 
which he difputed were tbefe: f. Nullum 
Pidei Chriftians Dogma, in S. Stripturis tra- 
ditum, eft reds rationi difleatanentn^ i. e. 

No article of Cbriftian faith, delivered in 
the Holy Scriptures, is difagreeablU to right 
reafon.” Ih Sine adtonum humanaFUm liber- 
tate nulla poteft eflc religio^ i, e, ** Without 

Ihe 
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th« flreedom of huDAn aiftioBB Acre can be iA 

religion.*’. 

The doflor^s thefis was an elaborate dift 
rourfe upon the firft of theie two quci^ions/ 
Dr. James, then royal profeflbr of divinity, a* 
very learned and acute difputant. exerted him- 
felf more than ufnal on this occafum $ and, 
after having fiikd every part of f>r. Clarke's 
Theiis with the flriclell nicety, prefled him in 
all the force of fyllogifm in its various forms. 
To the former our refpondent made an ex- 
tempore reply, in a continued difcouife for 
near half an hour; in which, without any 
hefitation either for thoughts or languatre, he 
took off the force of all that the profefTor had 
faid, in fuch a manner, that many of the an* 
ditors declared themfelves atloiiifiied, and 
owned that^^ if they had not Decn within fight 
of him, they fhouid have fuppoted be bad 
read every word oT his reply out of a paper. 

After this, in the coorie of the fyllogifiical 
diTputadon, he gun ded fo well againll the 
arts, which the profeiibr was mallr>r of in per- 
fe&ion ; replied fo readily to the greatell dif- 
ficulties fuch an objeflor could propofe ; and 
prefied him fo cloie and hard with clear and 
interiigible anfwers ; that, perhaps never waa 
fuch a confli& heard in the (chools i nor any 
difputation kept up with fuch ^irit, and ended 
with equal honour to the remondent. The 
profefTor, who was a man of humour as well 
as learning, faid to him aloud, towards the 
end of the difputation, Probe me exacuifli, or 
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(u oditn tliink} exeremfli : which web looku 
cd Qpon as a verjr hiah cdnpthncntt in fah 
humaaroos wav of l^aRtng. ' And the learned 
members of toe nniverfity. who had with 
pleafore attended to every part of the dUjf>tt« 
tatioD, went away dilcourfing to one another 
of the unufual entertainment they had had in 
the fchools : and particnlariy admiring, that, 
after an abfence or fo many years, ina a long 
coorfe of bnfinefi of ^mte another nature; they 
heard him now handling iheTubjeAs he nnder- 
took in fuch a mafterly manner, as if this fort 
of academical exercife had been hia conftant 
employment : and with fuch a fluency and 
purity of exprelBon, as if he had been occult 
tomed to no other language in converfation but 
Latin. Mr. Whiflon tells o^in the words of 
an unknown admirer of Ur. Clarke, who was 
prefent a( this famous a£l, that ** every crea* 
ture was wrapt up into filence and aftonifli* 
ment, and thought the performance truly ad- ' 
ttiirable.** 

In the courfe of this aft, where I Was pre« 
lent, add&Mr, Whifton, profejOft r fames, who 
knew of (he intimacy of Dr. Clarke and me, 
knew alft> that I was a profefled Euicbeian, and 
fafpe^led Dr. Clarke to be a latent one ; di- 
greifed from one of the doctor’s queftions, and 
prefled him very bard to condemn one of the 
opinions I had juft then publiihed in my fer- 
mons and effiiys ; which nook he held in his 
handt when he was in the chair. 1 fuppofe it 
might be this, that our Saviour had no human 

foul. 
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Aol* but that tbe divittc or wwdy Ibp^ 
pliud its i^lace. This was done in fuch a rude, 
jndecent, and almoft profane maimer, as oc- 
cafioned the following tetraftic, which was 
produced by Ur. Bentley, when Dr. Clarke 
and 1 fupped with him that very evening s 

Tune MatheiuatiemB, male iaUe Jacobe, la- 
ceffis, 

Hillrio dum lingu ferium habere virom ? 
Lttdis ttt Chriftum, Dominumqoe Ueumque 
profefliis : 

llle colit Dominum, quern negat eile Deum. 

Which I have feen thus tranllated : 

And do’ft thou, James, with awkard keen- 
nefs mark 

Whifton, and fcoffing fret at jerioos Clarke f 
Thou jeft’ft on Chrift, thy lord and God 
fupreme: 

Whifton adores him Lord, but fears higt 
. God to name. 

Hoivever Dr. Clarke, who, I believe, had not 
then particularly examined that point, d^ 
prudently avoid the approbation or condem- 
nation of it. 

The fame year, be reviled and correAed Mr. 
Whifton's iranilation of the Apofiolical Con- 
ilitutions into Englifh. 


Mr. 
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Mn WhifloB idli ^r tbat^ lits own Andieo 
being chiefly upon thuigs^^ m having lendi^ff 
ed him incapable of mng al(b a Critick in 
words or languages, he defiPra his great friend 
and great critick Dr* Clarke, to reviftthat 
tranll»ian« 

We read (fays be) a great part of k over 
together ; as he correded the reft by himlelf, 
and fent me the corredlioas : fbme or ell of 
which I have now by me, under his own 
hand. I perceived their contents made then a 
very great impreffion upon him ; though he 
feetned, f know not how, to have fuffered 
i'ome part of that impreflion to wear off after* 
ward. When he revifed and correded 
the whole, and found about ten or twelve 
places which he befitated about, he reconr- 
snended it to me to go to our greeted com* 
moo friend Dr. Smalridge (wim whom my ac* 
qoaintance commenced about the £une time it 
did with Dr. Clarke, if not a little fooncr) for 
the lafl correftion of tbofe more di&olt 
places : who, as he was a very great admirer 
of the book itfelf, fo was hejpleaftd to exa* 
mine and correft my verfion of it, as to every 
one of thofe places. Thefe were the two per* 
Tons intimated, but not named by me, on this 
account, in the advertifement to the firft of my 
four volumes of Primitive Chrifiiaaity reviv- 
ed : where 1 joftly call Dr. Clarke, one excel- 
lently (killed in fuch matters and an accurate 

hands 
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} and DK 8iiialndge» a very kiu'ned and 
jodidone 

Is 17 12j he publi&ed a beantlfol edition of 
Ciefiir’s Commentaiies ; which is intituled^ 
C. Julii Caefaris auss extant, accuratiffime cum 
libris editis et MoS. optimia collata, recognita, 
at correfia : Acceffirunt Annotatianes Saftiu* 
elis Clarke, S.T.P. Item indices Iocoru2n9 
rernmque et verborom, uciliffifnaB. 

It was printed in 17 12, in folio ; and after- 
wards, in 1720 , in 8vo. It was dedicated to 
the great duke of Marlborough, at a time 
when his unparallelled vi£lories and fucceiTes 
had railed bis glory to the highell pitch abroad^ 
and leflened hii intercil and favour at home» 

In the pubKcation of this book. Dr. Clarke 
took particular care of the pun^/jation, or a 
proper didribution of each foitence into iu 
cosAitucnt snembers : an exaflnefs too muck 
negle£led by learned men, though abfoluteiy 
neceflary for preferving the perfpicuity, and 
even the beauty of an author’s language. In 
the Annotations, he fcle&ed what appeared 
the beft and tnoft judicious in other editors, 
with fonie corredtions and emendations of his 
own mterlp«rfed« 

He acknowledges himfelf very particularly 
obliged to the learned Dr. Richard Bentley, 
for the ufe of a manufcrmt in the king’« Ur 
brary ; to the reverend Dr. Robert Car :onj. 
for fome various rcadii<gs, tranlcribed horn 
the Mufaeum of Ifaac Volitas ; but different 

from 
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from thofe which arc inferted in the 
dam edition of CseTary with the notM of Dip* 
t^fius Voffins ; and* laftljr* to Dr* John 
Moore» bifliop of Ely* for a manaicript* iifed 
by Dr. Davis* in his ^ition of Cwfar* and by 
him called the Norwich manufcript* biihop 
Moore being then bifliop of Norwich. 

Mr. Addifon takes notice of Dr. ClarkeV 
folio edition of Caeflur’s Commentaries in the 
following words : 

** The new edition which is given tisofCse* 
far’s Commentaries, has already been taken 
notice of in foreign Gazettes, and .is a work 
that does honour to' the Engliih prefs. It is 
DO wonder that an edition mould be very cor- 
rect, which has paflcd through the hands of 
the mod accurate, learned, and judicious 
writers this 3 ge has produced. The beauty of 
the paper, of the chara&er, and of the feveral 
cuts, with which this noble work is iiludrated* 
makes it the fined book that I have ever feen ; 
and is a true indance of the Engliih genius ; 
which, though it does not come the nrd into 
any art, generally carries it to greater heights 
th^ any other country in the world.’* 

Soon after this. Dr. Clarke became engaged 
in a warm centroverfy, occafioned by the pub« 
iication of his Scripture Dodrine of the Tri- 
nity ; of which notice was taken, and com- 
plaint made, by the lower houfe of Gonvoca<« 
tion. in 1714: but the a£iir foon ended* 

upon 
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upon the members of tbe upper boa& decleieT 
limthemfelvei fiitisfied with the cxplanadons» 
dlmivered in to them bp the anther upon the 
IhUeftof the complaint. 

His ScriptOfc Dofirine of the Trinity was 
firft poblilhed in 8vpt in ijiz ; and after* 
wards there was a feoond edition, with fome 
alterations^ in 1716. The whole title is^ 
The Scripture Dofirine of the Trinity; wherein 
every Text in the New Teftament, relating to 
that Do£liine, is diftindly confidered ; and the 
Divinity of our blelTed Saviour, according to 
die Scriptures, proved and explained. 

** The {iibjeft of this book,*’ the author 
tells us, ** is a doQrine no way affefling tbe 
particular conftitation, order, or exttrnd go** 
vernment of the church ; bat, in general, of 
great importance in religion : a Satter not to 
be treated of flightly and carefelly, as it were 
by accident only, or after the manner of fu« 
perfidal controverfies about words, or of par* 
ticttlar occafional qneftions concerning ambi- 
guoot texts ; but which ought, when di(^ 
courfed upon at all, to be examined tho* 
roughly on all fides, by a feiious ihidy of the 
whole feripture, and by taking^ care that the 
excdication he confiftent with itfelf in every 
part.” 

It is divided into three parts. The firft is, 
A Coition and Explication of allihe Texts 
in^he 'New Tcfiamenti relating to the Dec* 

trine 
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trine of ttieTrinii^. Iikthefecondptit, - Thci 
foregcdog Do6iriiie it ftt forth at rai|€, andi. 
explainca in paiticalar and dtfti^ Propofi- 
tions. And, in the third* The principal 
Paffiigesin the Liturgy of the Church of Eojg- 
land, relating to the Dofirme of the Trinity 
are confidered. 

The btfhop of Winchefter applauds our 
anther’s method of proceeding* in fbrining hit 
own (entimenu upon fo important a point* 

** He knew* and all men agreed* that it 
was a matter of meer revelation ; he did not 
therefore retire into hb clofet* and fet himfelf 
to invent and form a plaufibte hvpothefis* 
which might fiteafily upon bb mind : he had 
not recourfe to abftrafi and metapbyfioil rea** 
ibnings* to cover or patronize any fyflem he 
might have embraced before : bat* as a 
ChrifKaa* he laid open the New Teftament 
before him. He fearched out every text* in 
which mention was made of the three Perfons^ 
oc of any one of them. He accurately mew* 
mined the meaning of the words ufcd about 
cveiy one of them^ ; and* by the befl rules of 
grammar and critique* and by hjs ikill in Ian* 
gUMe* he codeavoured to fix plainly what was 
dcchred about every Peribn* and what was 
not* 

** I am far from taking upon me*” adds the 
biihop* to deteitDine* in fo difficult a 
qiicftion* between Dr, Clarke* and thofe who 
made repBei to him* The debate foon grew 

very 
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wy warm, and, in a little time, ftemed to 
felt principally upon him, and one particular 
mk^&ry, [Dr. Waterkad, head or Ma^a* 
kn^coH^e, Camtiridge,] very ikilfol in the 
management of a debate, and very learned and 
well verfed in the writings of the antiens fa- 
thers. 

This I hope I may be allowed toTay, that 
every Chriftian divine and layman, ought to 
pay his thanks to Dr. Clarke, for the method 
into which he brought this difpute ; and for 
that colleflion of the texts of the New Tefta- 
ment, by which, at laft, it muii be decided, 
on which fide foever the truth may be fuppofed 
to lie. 

And let me add this one word more, 
that, fiance men of fuch thought, and fnch 
learning, have (hewn the worl^ in their own 
example, how widely the moil honeft enqui* 
rers after truth may differ upon fuch fubjedts; 
this, roetbinks, ffiould a little abate our mu- 
tual cenfures, and a little take off* from our 
pofitivenefs about the neceflity of explaining, 
in this or thatone determinate fenfe, the antient 
paffages relating to points of fo fubiime a na- 

His lordffiip concludes what he had to fiiy 
upon this fubjcdt, with affiiring us, that^ 
** from the time of Dr. Clarke’s publiihing 
this book, to the day of his death, he fauna 
as far as he was able to judge, to 
Walter the notions which he had there profefledy 
'concerning the Father, Son, and Holy Ghofi;, 

towards 
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tcnv&^s any of thofe fehenies^ wtuch'feemeil 
lo^de^ate firotn the bonoiu^ of th« Pa-^ 
tber» on one Me; or from ikaiofttie Son 
Spirit* OQtlieotker. 

** This,” adds the bi(hop* ^ I thought 
proper juft to mention^ as what aU his ffitnds 
knoar to be truth.” 

Some dme before the pabticadon of Dr. 
Clarke’s Scripture DoArine of the Trinity, a. 
meOage was lent him from the lord Godol^in* 
and others of queen Anne’s mintfters, import- 
ing, That the al&irs of the public were with 
difficulty then kept in the hands of thofe, who 
were at all for liberty; that it was therefore an 
unfeafenabk time for the publication of a book 
which would make a great noUe and difturb* 
ance ; and that therefore they tlerired him to 
forbear^ till a fitter opportunity fliould offer 
itfclf. 

This ihefiTage Dr, Clarke had no regard to, 
but went on, according to the diAates of his 
coHfcience, with the poDlkation of his book. 
Since Dr. Clarke's death, a third edition of 
this book has been printed/ with ¥ery gita: 
additions, left under the author’s own baodf 
ready prepared for the prefe. , 

As u gave occafion to a groat nunAj^^of 
fcohks and pamphlets on the fubjeA, 
by himfeif and others, we ihall fobjoin a lift 
of diofo publiihcd’ by out/ author, "referring, 
for the reft, to a pamphlet, intiiled, An Ac- 

VoL. X. ' P count 
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count of all theconfiderable Books and Pamph* 
lets, that have been wfote on either Sjdei in 
thjs Gontroverly concerning the Trinity, iince 
the Year 9712 : in which is alfo contained aa 
Account of the Pamphlets writ this laR Year 
on esurh fide by the Di&nters, to the End of 
the Year 1719* London, 1720, in 8vo, 

Dr. Clarke’s TraAs are as* follow : 

I. A Letter to the Reverend Dr. Wells, in. 
Anfwer to his Remarks. London, 17149 in 
8vo. 

ir. A Reply to the Objedions of Robert 
Nelfon, efq. and of an anonymous Author, 
[fqppofed to be Dr. James Knight, vicar of 
St, Sepulchre’s, in London.] againd Dr, 
Clarke’s Scripture Doftrioe. of t^e Trinity, 
Being a Commenupy on fo^ty^felefi Texts of 
Scripture. 

III. An Anfwer to the Remarks of the Au- 
thor [Dr, Gaftrel, biihop of ChefierJ offome 
Coofiderations concerning the Trinity, and the 
Ways of managing that Controyeriy . — Thefo 
two>. lad were publi(&cd together, London, 
17 14, in SvQ.. 

IV. A Letter to the late reverend Mr. R. 
M. [Richard Mayo] containing Obfervations 
upon his Book, intitled, A Plain Scripture 
Argument againd Dr. Clarke’s DoArine con* 
corning the evet-blefled Trinity. 

V. A Letter to the Author of a Book, in* 
tUledy The True Scripture Doflrine of the 

mod 
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molt holy and undivided Trinityi continued 
and vinaicated. Kecomnended nrft by .Mr« 
Nel/bn, and then by Dr. Waterland.-— -The 
two laft pieces were publifhcd together* 
don, 1712* in 8vo. at the end ora Tra£t* by 
another Author, intitled. The modcft Plea for 
the Baptifinal and Scripture Notion of the Tri'« 
nity, fcc. 

VI. The Modeil Plea continued*; or, A 
Brief and Didind Anfwer to Dr. Waterlapd's 
Queries relating to the Doflrine of the Trini- 
ty. London, 1720, in 8vo. 

VIL Obfervations on Dr. Waterland's Se^ 
cond Defence of his Queries. London, 1724, 
in 8vo. 

VIII. Dr. Clarke’s Replies to the Author of 
Three Letters to Dr. Clarke, from a Clergy- 
man of the Church of England, concerning 
his Scripture Doftrine of the Trinity.— 
The Letters and Replies were publilbod toge^ 
ther, by the author of the Letters, London, 
1714. in 8vo. 

The complaint above-mentioned was &nt 
to the upper-houfe, on the fecond ^f lune, 
fetting^foith ; ** That a book had beeolately 
publiihed, and difperfed throughout the pro- 
I'ince, jntitled. The Scripture Doflrine, 
and feveral Defences thereof, by the fame an- 
thor : whicli book, and defences, did, in their 
opinion, contain allertions contrary to the ca- 
tholic faith, as received and declared by the 
F 2 reformed 
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reformed churcli ofEnglaod, concerning Three 
Perfons, of one Sub£itce> Pouer, and £ur* 
nuy» in the Unity of the Godhead ; and 
tending moreover to perplex the minds of men 
in the (blemn aAs of worfliip, as direfied by 
our eilablifiied Liturgy/’ &c. 

The blihops retained, for anfwery on the 
fomth of June, That they approved the zeal 
of the lower hoofe, thought they had juH caufe 
of complainti and would uke it into their con« 
fideration; 

bn the twelfth of Jane, their lordlhips fent 
a meflage to the lower houfe, direfling an ex- 
tradl to be made of particulars out of toe books 
complained of. 

On the twenty-third of Jane, thefaid ex 
tra£t was accordingly laid before the bilhopsi’: 
diipofed under the following heads'; 

T. AfTertions contrary to the Catholic 
as received and declared by this Ref 
Church of England, concerning. Three Per* 
Ions, of one Subftance, Power, and Eternity, 
in the Unity of the Godhead. 

II. Paflanes tending to perplex the minds 
of Men in iSe iblemn AAs of worfliip, di« 
re6led by our eilablifiied Liturgy. 

HI. raflages in the Liturgy, and Thirty* 
nine Articles, wrefted by Dr. Clarke in fuch a 
Manner as is complained of in the Repielcnta- 
ion. 
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Dr. Clarke drewiip a Reply to. this Extraft, 
dated June twenty-fix; wkicti^ it f(.enis« was 
prefented to fome of the bilhopi; but, for 
what reafon we arc not told, was not laid be- 
fore the houfe. 

After this, there appearing, in alrooH the 
whole upper houfe, a great difpofition to pre- 
vent difientions and divifions, by coming to a 
temper in this matter ; Dr, Clarke was pre- 
vailed upon to lay before the houfe, a paper, 
dated the fecond of July, fettling forth, 

Pirft, That his opinion was, that the Son 
of God was eteriia^y begotten by the eternal 
incomprebenfible power and will of the 
ther, 

Secoffdly, That, before his book, tntitkd, 
The S'ciiptuilb Doftrine, &c. was pabliftied, 
he did, indeed, preach two or three fermons 
upon this fubjed; but, fince^ the book was 
publifhed, he had never preached upoojthia 
fubjed: and, becanfe he tliought it not fair to 
propofe pai'ticular opinions, where there is not 
liberty or arjfwering, he was willing to pro* 
xnirey as indeed he intended, not pleach any 
more on this fubjed* 

** Thirdly, That he did not intend to write 
any more concerning the dodrsne the Tri- 
nity: hot, if be ihould fail herein, and write 
any thing hereafter, opon this fubjed, con- 
trary to the dodrineof the chjrch of England, 
F 3 he 
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he did hereby v^illingly fubmit hitn/clf to anv 
foch cenforcy ai his Toperion Oiould think nt 
to pafs upon him. 

Fourtblyi That, whereai it had been con* 
fidently reporced, that the Athanafian Creed, 
and the third and fourth petitions in the Li« 
tany, had been omitted in his church by his 
direction, be did hereby declare. That the 
third and fourth petitions in the Litany had 
never been omitted at all. as far as he knew ; 
and. that the Athanafian Creed was never 
omitted at eleven o'clock prayers, but at early 
prayers only, for brevity fake, at the dtfere- 
tion of the curate, and not by his appoint- 
ment. 

Fifthly, That, as to his private conver- 
fation, he was not confeious to nimfelf, that be 
had given any octafion for thofe reports which 
* have been fpread concerning with reU*- 
lion to this controverfy/* 

The paper concludes with thefe words : 

am forry that what I fincerely intended 
for the honour and glory of God, and fo to 
' explain this great tnyftery, as to avoid thjs he* 
renes in both extremes, Ifaould have given any 
oilence to this fynod, and particulariy to my 
lords the biihops. 1 hope my behaviour, for 
the time to come, with relation hereunto, 
will be fuch, as to prevent any future com-^ 
pUints againfi me.’’ 

^ After 
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After' this had been bid before the 
upper houfct Dr. Clarke^ bdng apprehenfive^ 
thatt if it ihould be publifiiea feparately, as 
afterwards happened* without any true account 
of the preceding and following circomllances* 
it might be liable to be mifunderdood in fome 
particulars ; caufed an explanation, dated on 
the fifth of July, to be prefented to the biihop 
of London, the next time the upper houfe 
met ; fetting forth : 

** That, whereas the paper laid before their 
lordfliips, the Friday before, was, thro* hafte 
and want of time, not drawn up with fufiicienc 
exaftnefs, Stc. he thought himfelf indifpenfibly 
obliged in conicience to acquaint their lord* 
ftips, that he did not mean thereby to retraft 
*any thing ho had written ; but to declare^ 
that the opinion fet forth at large in his Srip- 
ture Do^rine, fire, is, that the Son was eter* ■ 
nally begotten by the eternal incoinprchenfiblo 
Fewer and Will, See. and, cliat, by declaring 
he did not intend to write any mofq concern- 
ing the do£lrine of the Trinity, he dij not 
preclude himfelf from a liberty of making an^ 
tnoflenfive correflions in his former books, if 
they ihould come to another edition ; or from 
vindicating himfelf from any mifreprefentations 
or afperiions, which might poffimy hereafter 
be caft upon him on occafiOn of this contro- 
verfyM 


Aftex 
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After cbe delivery, of the foregoing explara^ 
uon to the bsfliop of London, the upper houfe 
rtfolied, on tlTe fifth of July, to proceed no 
fariber upon the extrad laid before them by 
the lower houfe ; and ordered Dr. Clarke’s pa- 
pers to be entered in the ads of that houfe. 
DUt the lower houfe, not fo fatisfied, refolveds 
on the fevemh of That the paper fub- 
feribed by Dr. Clarke, and communicated to 
them by the biih^s, does not contain in it 
any recantation of the heretical afTertions, and 
ofienfive pafTages, complained of in their Re- 
prefentation, and afterwards produced in their 
Extrad ; nor gives fucb fatisfadion for the 
great feandal occafioned thereby, as ought to 
pat a (top to any further examination and cen- 
fure thereof. 

Thus ended this affair; the ino(t» authentic 
account of which wc have in a,piece intitled» 
An Apology for Dr. Clarke ; containing, an 
Account ol the late Proceedings in Convocation 
upon hfs Writings concerning the Trinity. 
London, 17 14,. in 8vo. 

It was written,. Mr. Whifton tells ua,. by a 
wo/rhy clergyman in die country [feppofed to 
be the reverend Mr. j[0hn Lawrence, M. A.], 
a common friend of his and Dr. Claxkc’s, and 
contains true copies of the origioal papers re- 
lating to the proceedings of the convocation, 
and Dr. Clarke ; communicated by the dodor 
bimfelF, and occafioacd by his friend's letten 
to him, in relation tohiicoudud; whiib lei- 
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ter, with Pr. Ctarke'sanrwer^ is printed in the 
Apology. 

The paper laid by Dr. Clarke before the 
upper houfe of convocation, was prefendy 
publiOied, by an unknown hand, without the 
explanation that followed it, the refolution-^of 
the bifhops conftquent thereupon, or the vote 
of the lower houfe, which followed that refo-^ 
lution. 

This gave occafion to a report, both in 
writing and printed news -papers, that Dr. 
Clarke had retraced what he had written con* 
cerntng the dc^lrine of the Trinity. Particu* 
larly, in the Political State of Great-Britain 
for June, 17 14, were publilhed thefe words : 

*• A few days after,” after the extraA was 
(bnt up, 4i Dr. Clarke thought fit to make a 
fubmiffion to ^he tfpper houfl*, and to deliver 
to their lordfhips a paper, wherein bepromifed 
neither to write nor preach any more upon • 
thofe abftrufe points : whereby an end was put 
to that portentous affair, And, oh ! that all 
divines wpuld be as wife, and facrifice their 
private opinions to the peace and unity of the 
church.” 

And, in OAober following, in a book in* 
titled. The Hifiory of the Firft and Second* 
Sellion of the laft Parliament^ were puUilhed 
the following words : 
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** The opper houfe of convocation being 
made fenfible, that he»’* Dr. Clarke, had 
made a facrifice of his private opinions to the 
peace and unity of the church \ and that by 
this prudent and ChrilUan behaviour,” &c. 

About the fame time came out fcvcral other 
accounts of the proceedings of the convocation 
relating to this matter; mofl of which feemed 
to repnfent Dr. Clarke as having made fuch 
compliances, as could not but be a great dif- 
^uragement to all wlto placed their religion in 
a iree and impartial iludy of the Scriptuies.-— 
Ifow far Dr. Clarke's condu^ upon this occa- 
iion, as reprefented above, will ierve to juftify 
thefe reports, is left to the reader’s judgment. 
In the mean time, impartiality obliges us to 
fet down Mr, Whifton’s reAedio.^s upon this 
affair. ** 

He calls Dr. Clarke’s opi .ffm delivered in 
10 the bJfliops (a: the head .he paper, re- 
cited above) a i\c\v Declaration of his belief 
cf a fort of ctcrn'.ly of the fon and fpirit ; the 
delivery o' which Declaration he had heard 
him long itile a fooliih thing ; the occafions 
of which, he thinks, befides the finilter mo- 
tives of hunfkn caution, and human fear, were 
thefe two : Firft, his own metaphyfical opinion, 
which he conftantly and vigor oufly maintained, 
that any creature whatfoever might poflibly 
have been coeternal with its creator ; and, ie- 
cordly, that biihop Smalridge, whofe opinion 

was 
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was chiefly regarded , had dropped fbnie words 
beforehand, intimating, that, As to other 
•f D. Clarke’s metaph^fical notions about the 
Trinity, he did not think it neceiliry to pro* 
ceed to their condemnation, i ')viued he would 
but declare the <?t'*»’nity of the Son of God.” 

This New Declaration; Mr. Whiit'u ar’ds^ 
was made, contrary to the w’^cr advice of Dr. 
Bradford, who would h "e had Dr. Clarke 
raihcr tiiS'fcribe fome iach i>arts ot hio own 
bocks, as came ncareit to ttvc common doc- 
tr<..e, aiid fend them to the convocation, as 
io tar a declaration of his faith : “ which 
(ajs Mr. Whillon) wouij have been a me- 
thod o* j.'ojceding, hoih more honeft and 
more untxcepchni^le.” And Mr. Whiftoa- 
i& of opinion, there is a great deal of truth in 
what is faiciv that Dr, Clarke was prevailed 
upon to othvir in Lis n^w, fufpicious declar- 
ation ; the true point (he being “ Save 

thyfelf and us both of which were by thia , 
means obtained. 

About the year 1712, Dr. Clarke had ft 
conrcrence with Dr, Smalridge, concerning 
the Trinity, at Thomas Cartwright^® cfq ; at 
Aynho in iNorthamptonfldre. ^ 

It was propofed, Mr. Whifton tells os, by 
the former, in order to the conviction of the 
latter. And if any perfon in England waa 
able to convince upon that head, he thinks it 
.muft have been Dr. Smalridge, who was a 
thorougk mailer of tfaofe original books of 
£ 6 Chri£> 
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ChriSianity^^ ftom -whence the argomeDts were 
tti taken» and who wanted not (agacit^ nor 
good will to enforce them. However^ it Mn 
Whifton is to be credited^ Dr. Smalridge failed 
of faccefs^ and the company were generally fa* 
tisfied that the evidence on I>r. Clarke’s fide 
was greatly fiipirior to the other. 

In 1715 and' I7r6, he had adlfpatewith 
the celebrated- Mr. Lelbnita, relating to the 
piinciples of natural philoibphy and religion; 
and a coHc^ion of the papers^, which palled 
between them, was pvbUlhcd in 1717. 

To this colle< 5 tion are added*. I^etters to 
pr. Clarke concerning Liberty and Necelfityi 
from a Gentleman (Richard Butkiey* eCj;) of 
the Univerfity of Cambridge ; with the Doc- 
tor’s Anfwers to them : al fo remarks upon a 
book* inti tied* A Philolbphical Em^uiry con«> 
cerning human Libei ^ ( bv Anthony Collins* 
ffq:}; This bonk is inferifoed fo her late ma- 
jt{|y» queen Caroline (then princefsof Wales^ 
who was plealed* the bilhop of Winchefter 
tells usy to have the controvmy pafs through 
her hands, and was the witnels and judge of 
ilep of it And Dr. CUrke, Mr. 
Whiflon informs us, nled oftew to fpeak with 
admiralion of the queen’s marvellous fiigacity 
and jndgmeni in the feveral pacta of. the difi 

pttte. 

It related chiefiy to the important and diA. 
fionltpmois of liberty and neceffity ; points in 
which Dr. Clarke always excelled^ and ibew^d 

a fope- 
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• fiipenority to dl, wbeiievi?r*th*i^ 'came ]st6 
priyax difcourfe* or. poblic deoAte. Boti as 
the bi(hnp of Winchefter juftly obfemsy he 
never more excelled, chan when he was prefled 
with the flrength his learned adverrarjr was 
mafler of; which made him exert all nis ta- 
lents, to (et the fubjeA once more in a clear 
light, to guard it agatnft the evil of metaphy- 
ficai obicuritifs. and* to give the iinifhing 
flroke to what muft ever be the fbundation m 
morality in man, and is the foie ground of the 
accountablenefs of intelligent creatures for all 
their aAiona. 

And as this, adde the bifliop, was the 
left of Dr. ClarkeV works relating to a fub^ 
jcft, which hal been, by the writings of 
cloudy or^artful men, rendered lb intricate ; 
I (hall take the liberty to lay, with regard to 
all of the faihe tendency, from his firft diL 
courfe about the being ot God, to thefe letters, 
that what he has written to clear and illaftrate 
this caole, does now Hand, and mil br ever 
remain, before the world, a lading moou- 
nient of a'genius, whidr coold throw in light 
where darknefs uled to reign ; and Ibrce flood 
fenie and plinn words into what was amoft 
the priveledfled phce of obfcurity and noin- 
teiligible founds. For fuch, indeed, had the 
fttbje^ before us been, under the hands of 
moft who had written upon ii| either through' 
a defiif of darkening k by wolds, without 

tteaniog^. 



BRITISH PLUTARCH. 

jlMiitngfVjir. tkfoiigli an inability of dircoiir& 
ipg^early anAciecwfiftamly about it.*’ 

]M[r. Whiffon obferiresi that Mr. Leibnitz 
was preflc4 fo hard by Dr. Claike, from mat- 
ter of fa£i, known laws of motion, and the 
difcoveries of Sir Ifaac Newton (w 4 so tells us, 
.that be heartily affiibd the dodlor), that he 
was forced to have recourfe to metaphyfic^ 
fubtilities, and to a pre-eiiabliflicd harmony 
of things, In his own imagination, Wiiicb he 
iiyles a fupcrinr reafon ; till it vas foon fecn, 
that monfieur Leibnitz’s fuperior rcafon <cr\ed 
to little eli'e, but to confirm the gieat fupe- 
riority of experience arid inathcmntics .' hove 
all fuch mcuphyficai fubtilties whatlocvcr. 
•* And I conrefs, adds Mr. Whiflon, 1 look 
jipon thefc letters of Dr. Clarhe, as among 
^the moll ufeful of his performanctf to natur^ 
.philofophy.” ' 

In 1718. a controverfy arofe concerning 
jtke priniltire Doxologics, occaiioned by an 
alteration made by Dr. Clarke in thole of the 
fingjog Ffalms- 

r^bis he did in certain feleft hymns and 

J ifalmst reprinted that vear for the life of St. 
ames’s parilb. The alterations were thefi; : 

To God, throi^ Chrifl, his only Son, 
ImiDOrul Glory be, &c. 

And, 

. To God, thro’ Cbrifi, his Son, our Lord, 
AUdoiy be tbcsefoiei 

A eon^ 



$AM.U£L CLA 1 KK& ty 

Acooiiderable noqiber of thefe pfalma 
and hymns havinjg been diiperfed by the fo- 
ciety fbr promoting of Chriftian knowledge^ 
before the aheratioo of the doxdogies was 
uken notice Or. Clarke was charged with 
a defign of impofing upon the fociety ; where- 
as, in truth, the edition of them had been 
prepared by him for the ufe of his own parilb 
only, before the fociety had any thoughts of 
purchafing any of the copies. 

However, the bi(hop of London thought 
proper to publifii A Letter to the Incumbents 
of all Churches and Chapels in his Diocefe^. 
concerning their not pfing any Forms of Dox- 
ology, dated Deceml^r 26, 17 iS. This let* 
ter was animadverted upon by Mr. Whillon» 
in his Lfj^uer of Thanks to the right reverend 
the lord mfhop of London, for his late Let- 
ter to his clergy againft the ufe of new forms 
ofdoxology, &c. dated January 17, 17181,9; . 
and in a pamphlet, intttled, An humble Apo- 
logy for St. Paul, and the other Apoftles ; or^ 
a Vindicatioiji of them and their Doxdogies 
from the* charge of herefy* By Cornelius 
Paeu. Loiidou 1719. 

Soon after ^ine put an ironical piece» inti- 
tled, A Defence of the Blihop of Loodont in 
Anfwer to M'* Whiilon’s Letter of Thanksp 
addreded to the archbifliop of Canierbory. 
To which is added, A Vindicadon of l])r. 
SacbeverelPs late Endeavour to tom Mr. Whif- 

ton 
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ton out of his church. Mr. Whifloa’s Letter 
eF Thanks oc^Goned likewife the two follow* 
ing pieces : viz. The Lord Bifliop of Lovr« 
don*s Letter to his clergy vindicatedf Grc. By 
a Believer ; Loudon 1719 : and A feafonablo 
Review of Mr. Whiflon^s Account of Primi- 
tive Doxologies, ^c. By a Prefbyter of the 
Diocefe of London (Suppofed to be Dr. Wil- 
liam Berriman). London I yip. To the lat- 
ter Mr. Wbifion replied in A Second Letter 
to the bifhop of London, &c. dated March 
ri, 1718-19: and the author of the Seafon- 
able^ Review, dec. anfwered him in a Second 
Review, &c. As to Dr. Clarke’s condnft in 
this affair, Mr. Whifton efteema it ** one of 
the moil Chriftian attempts towards ibmewbat 
of reformation, upon the primitive foot, that 
he ever ventured upon.’’ But he -adds, that 
the biOiQp of London, in the way of modern 
authority, was ^uite coo hard for Dr. Clarke, 
in the way of primitive Chriftianity.. 

About this dme, he was prefented by Mr. 
Sechmere, chancellor of the duchy of Lan- 
calier, to the mafterlhip of Wigftin hoipital 
in Leicefter. 

In 1724, he pubfifhed in odavo, feventeen 
fermons on feveral occaGons, aleven of which 
were never before printed. In 1727, upon 
the death of Sir Ifaac Newton, he was offered 
the place of mafter trf* the miut^ which he 
thoQghtjproper to refufei 


Upon 



SAMUEL CLARKE, ifj 
Upon the offer of thii placet he ndvifed 
with Jiis friendst and particularly with hfr. 
Emlyn and Mr. Whilton ; who were both 
heartily againft it, as what be did not want, 
as what was entirely remote from his profef* 
lion ; and would hinder she faccefi of his mi* 
niflry. To which Mr. WbiAon added, ' as 
his principal reafon againft it, that fuch tefa* 
fal woald ihew that he was in eameft widi 
religion. Dr. Clarke was himfelf of the lame 
opinion, and could never reconcile himfelf so 
this fecular preferment. And it is taken no- 
tice of to the honour of Mrs. Clarke, that (ho 
never fit her heart upon the advanta^s this 
place would produce to her family, out left 
the doSor at full liberty to a£l as his confii* 
ence and inclination fhould im& him. ^ Mr, 
WhiftoD, who particularly mentions this af* 
fair, infoniis us, that Ma. Conduit, who fue- 
ceeded, gave a thoufind pounds to vacate k 
place among the king’s writers ; which was 
given to one of Dr. Clarke’s fons. 

In 1728, was publifttcd. A Letter from Dr. 
Clarke to JMc. Benjamin Hoadly, coucemirg 
The Proportion of Velocit;^ and Foace inSb* 
dies in motion. Thw beginning of the year 
1720, he publifted at London m quarto, tho 
twelve firft books of Homer’s Iliad. ^ , 

This edition was dedicated to his royal 
highnefs the duke of Cumberland; The 
verfion is almoft entire^ new,, and an* 

notations 
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notattOM are added at theboccofxrof the page». 
'flomer» the biflkop of Winchefter telli as, was . 
Ur. Clarke's admired author, eren to a depee 
of (bmething like eDthufiafm hardly naturd' to 
his temper ; and that in this he went a little 
beyond the bounds of Horace’s judgment, and 
was fo unwilling to allow die favourite poet 
ever to nod, that he has uken remarkable 

• pains to find oot, and oive a reaibn for every 
paflaee, word, and dtde, that could create 
any foipidoo. 

f ^ The tranllation, adds his lordfiiip, with 
his correAious, may now be filled accurate ; 
^and his notes, as tar as they go, are indeed 
a treafury of grammatical and critical know- 
ledge. He was called to this talk by loval 
command $ and he has performeiPit in foch a 
-maoiier, as to be worthy of the young prince 
‘^for whom it was labour^. The praifes given 
to this excellent work by the writers abroad in 
their memoirs, as well as by the learned maf* 
•ters of the three prindpal fchools of Eng- 
land, thofe of Wefiminfier, Eton, and St. 

• opaul’s; and' the Ibon charaAer, that the per* 
ibrsmuice was fupra omnem invidiam, beftw** 

w by one, wkm Dr. Clarke had long before 
i^ftiled, critioos lines osanes loi^ longcque an- 
[Itooeileiis, and whom every one will know by 
wat title evidum my naming him; make ft 
■wwoeflaiy to add a wmd npon this fobjefi.’^ 

The 



annotations to the three firft of thofe books* 
and as far as the three hundred and fifty- ninth 
verfe of the fourth i and had revifed the text 
and verfion as far as verfe five hundred and 
ten of the fane book. A fecond edition of 
the whole was pnblilhed in lysSt in two vo- 
lumes odavo. 

This was the laft year of this great and 
learned, man's life : for he was .taken feddeoly 
ill the eleventh of May* and died on the fe« 
venteenth. 


The day on which he was^taken ill be wept 
out in the morning* to preach hefpie the 
judges atiCepeajft’s-inn; and there was feiaed 
with a pain uv his fide, which made it ipipojt 
fible for bins to perforni the office , he was 
called to, and became (quickly fo violent* 
that he was obliged to be carried bom.e« .He 
went to bed, and thought himlctlf fo much 
better in the afeemponi that ;be would not 


fiiffer himfelf to be blpoded ; agaipfi whicjli 
remedy he had entertained ftrobg prejudices. 
But the pain retarnii^ very yjolcnlly about 
two the. next morning* made the advice and 
affiflance of a very aUe phyCcian ablblotej/ 
pepeflary; who* .after twice Ueftt&ig 
and other applications* thought bim« as he 
alfo thought huafelf| to be out of all danger^ 

and 
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aDiJ (b <:ontinaed to think« till tho Sstyrd w 
liiornfng following ; S^beo, to the ineapreffibfe 
forprife of ail about himt tbb paia rcmov^ 
ftom bis fide to bis bead $ 'aiid» after a very 
fhort complaint, took away his ienfes, fo as 
they Defer returned any more. He continued 
breathing tilb between (even and eight in 
the evening of tliat day ( May 17} ana tbeo 
died. 

He married Katherine the only daughter of 
the reverend Mr. Lockwood, re(lor of Little 
Maflingham in Norfolk; by whom he had 
leven children^ two of which died before 
him, and one a few weeks after him. Sin^ 
his death, have been publilhed, from his on* 
final man ofcripcs, by his brother Dr. John 
C^rfte, detiv of Saroiki, An Expofition on 
tlie Church Catechifmr and ten volames of 
iermODs. 

It is made up of thofe leAures he read, 
every Thnrfday morning, for Ibme months in 
Che year,, at St. James’s church, la the latter 
part of his time^ be reviled them with great 
care, and left them completely prepared for 
• the prefs. The firfi edition of them was In 

perfenDMce of D’r. Clurfce'i w» im» 
tnediatdy animadverted upon By a Very learn- 
ed divine (Or. Waterland, head of Ma^^len 
college Cambridge), under the tide ot. Rtf* 
marks upon Dr. Clarke’s Expofitton of the 
Clmrcll Cateefaifffl. This prodoced an An* 

fiver 
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fwer to, the Remarks epon Dr. Clarke’s Expo* 
fittOA of the Choreh Catechifih (by 0 r. Sykes 
dean of Buiitim). 

The author of the Remarks replied in a 
piece, intttled. The Nature, Obligation, and 
HfBcacy, of the Chridian &crainents, cdofl- 
dered; in Reply to a Pamphlet, tntitled, An 
Anfarer, As alfo the comparative Value 
of Moral and Pofidve Dunes diftinitry dated 
and cleared. The Anfwerer rejoined, in A 
Defence of the Anfiver, &c. Wherein the 
Difference between Moral .and Pofitive Duties 
is fully dated. Beih^ a Reply to, &c. This 
occafioned a Supplement to the TreatUe, in* 
tided, An Anrwtr, arc. Wherein the Nature 
and Value of Pofitive Inftitutions is more par* 
ticulariy examined, and Obje^ons anfwered. 
By the (amg author. Then followed the Aq- 
fwerer’s Reply, intitled, The true Foundations 
of Natural and Revealed Religion aflerted : 
bring a Reply to the Supplement, fee. Which 
bring animadverted upon by the Remarker in 
the Poftfeript to his Second Part of Scripture 
vindicated, produced An Anfwer to the Poll* 
feript, fire. * Wherein is ihewn, that if Rea* 
ion be not a fuffident Guide in Matters of 
Religion, the bulk of Mankind, for a thou* 
fand years, had^ no fuffident Guide at all in 
Matters of Religion. 

The particulars of Dr. Clarke’s charaQer 
are oondfdy drawn by the mafterly band of 
Dr. Hare, pilhop of Winchefter, author of 

Difficttl*, 
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DTfficuItiffl' and Difconra^inentfly which at- 
tend the Study ^of the Scnjpcnret in the Way 
of privata Judgment. WSat l^t ikyB, in re- 
fpea to the diZrafler erf* our aiithori is as foU 
lows: . 

** Dr. Clarke is a who has all the 
good qualities, that can meet together, to 
recommend him. He is poflefled of all the 
parts of learning, that are valuable in a cler- 
gyman, in a degree that few poflefs any fingle 
one. He has joined, to a good &ill in the 
three learned languages, a great compafs of 
the beft philoibpby and madiematics, as ap» 
pears by his Latin works; and his Englilh 
ones are fuch a proof of bis own piety, and of 
his knowledge in divinity^ and have done lb 
much fervice to religion, as would iSiake any 
other man, that was not under the fulpicion of 
lierefy, fecure of the fiiendihip and efteem of 
all go^ churchmen, efpecially of the clergy : 
and to all this piety and learning, and the 
good ufe that has been made of it, is added, 
a temper happy beyond expreffipn > a fwcet, 
eafy, modelt, inoSenfive, ooliging khavipor, 
adorn all his aflions ; and no paffion, vanity, 
infolence, or ollcutadon, appear either m 
whait he writes or fays : and yet; theic &ults arc- 
often incident to the beft of meO, in the firee- 
dom of cooverlation, and in the writing 
againft impertinent and unreafonable adverla- 
net, efpecMlly fuch as ftrike at the foundation 
of virtue and religion. 


This 
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^ This is the learningt this the te^perv of 
the fiianv whofe fiudy of thefcrijptures has be<** 
traj^ed him into a fuipicioa of (ome heretical 
opinions.” 

After this Ihort, but comprehenfivci cha« 
ra£tert and what has been already faid of Or. 
Clarke as an aathor« we (hall acid only a few 
particulars from the accounts given us by bi* 
(hop Hoadly and Mr. Whifton, 

The former, in his charafler of Dr. Clarke, 
tells os. The fird ilrokes of knowledge, >ia 
fome of its branches, feemed to be little lefs 
than natural to him ; for they appeared||^lie 
right in his mind, as foon as any thin^^^^ld 
appear. He had one happtnefs, very rarely, 
known among the grekteft men, that his me* 
mory was aknoft equal to his judgment.^ He 
had fo ready a genius, that he immediately 
comprehended v^at cod others a great deal of 
pains; and was efteemed one of the bell 
judges to ^ply to,, for a quick determination 
about the force or faUore of any arguments. 
His critical Hull in the learned languages he 
made fubferilient to the caufe of rdigipn, as 
well as polite learning. 

The deiign and tendency of his preaching, 
was not to move the padloDs, nor had he any 
talent that way ; but then his fentiments and 
exprelBons were fo mafieily, and. his way of 
explaining the phrafeofogy of Scripture fo ex« 
traordinary and convincing, as more than made 
amends for bis want of the other* 
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His converfation^ which was highly «reitii 
afid infirudive» was attended with a rcadincis 

thoughtf ifid dearnefs of exp^on, which 
handly ever failed hiiii» when his opinion waa 
alked upon the moft important and trying 
qtmMons. 

His piety was manly and unaSeAed ; hii 
charity and benerolente, extenfive as the whole 
rational creation $ and the ruling principle of 
his heart and praftice, a love ol the religious 
and civil liberties of mankind. In a, word* 
hh life, whpn he came into a view of the great 
world, was an ornament and ftrength to that 
rdigion his jpen fo well defended. 

Mr. Whiiton gives us a remarkable exam- 
ample of what biihop Hoadly obferves. That 
the firft ftrokes of knowledge feemtd to be lit* 
tie left than natural to him. He bad it from 
Dr. Clarke’s own mouiht and la is this : 

** One of his parents afked him. when he 
was very young, Whether God could do every 
thing? He anfwered, Yes. He was aiked 
again. Whether God could do one particular 
things could tell a lye ? He anfwer^. No : 
and he underftood the queftion to foppofe, 
that this was the only thing that God could 
not do. Nor durft he fay, k» young was he 
then, he thought there was any thing elfe 
which God could not do ; while he well re- 
membered, he had even then a clear convic- 
tion, in his own mind, that there was one 
Other thing which God could not do ^ viz. 

that 
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that he could not annihilate that fpace* wliich 
waa itt the room where they were. Which 
impoffibllity now appears even in Sir l&ac 
Newton’s own philc^phy. 

Mr. Whillon fully agrees to the chara&er 
above given of Dr. ClWke^ by the author of 
Didiculties and Difeouragetnents, See. with 
fuch abatements as the Memoirs he himfelf has 
given us of this^ great man will make necef- 
iary. Thefe abatements i^rpcfling (bme part 
of the Do£ior’s condu£k, impartiality requires 
us to dwell a little longer on this article. 

In the deft place, he blames Dr. Clarke for 
fubii^bing the articlcss at a time when jbe 
could not, with pedeft truth and finmity, 
afTent to the Athanaiian parts of them.^ This 
was at his hiking the degree of do£tor in dm« 
nity. • 

Mr. Whifton, then profelTor of mathematics 
at Cambridge, endeavoured to diftliade him 
from it; and, when he could not prevail on 
that head, he earneftly prefTed him to declare 
openly, and in writing, in what fenle he fub* 
feribed the fufped^ed articles ; but he could 
not prevail on thb head either. 

Upon this oGcafion, profefibr James^ who 
Aifpe^tcd Dr. Clarke of an inclination to he* 
retical pravity, fatd to him, upon fubferibing 
the articles, He hoped he would not go front 
his fttbfcription. The doAor^ replied, He 
'conld promiie nothing as to ibtunty, and cooM 
e»o1y anfwer as to his prefent fentiments. 

VoL.X. G Howcveri 
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However, Mr* Whifton acknowledges, that 
Dr. Clarke, for many years .before ne died, 
perpetually refafed all, even the greateft prc* 
ferments, which required fubfcription, and 
never encouraged thofe, who confulied Ihixn, 
to fubfcribe. 

In the next place, he objeAs to Dr. Clarke 
his not adling iincerely, boldly, and open- 
ly, in the declaration of his true opinions, 
and his over-tautious, and over-timorous way 
of fpeaking, writing, and adling, in points of 
the bighen confcqoence. When Mh Whifton 
gave him frequent and vehement admonitions 
upon this head, bis general anfwei^ he tells us 
was, who are tbofe Hiiit aft better than 1 do ? 
** Very few of which (lays he) I could ever 
name to him ; though 1 did not think this a 
fufficient excufe.” Laftly, Mr. Whifton is 
greatly difpleafed with Dr. Clarke’s conduft 
in relation to the affair of the convocation. 

Wc have already feen fbme of his refleftions 
upon that event, the event, the account of 
which he concludes with the& words : ** Thus 
ended this mbapisy affair ; unhappy to Dr. 
Clarke’s own conlaence ; unhappy to his beft 
friends ; . and above all unhappy as to its con* 
lequenccs in relation to the opinion nnbe- 
Jiievers were hereupon willing to entertain of 
him, as if he had prevaricated all along in 
his former writings Ar Chriftianity.” 

This conclufion however, Mr. Whifton 
•was, WM two hafty, aad that Dr. Clarke did 
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by degrees recover piit of bis former cha* 
radler. We Iball finiili this remark, and this 
whole account of Dr. Clarke with obfervinp, 
that his great abilities and acquirements made 
him perpetually fought after by all the greatcil 
lovers of virtue and knowledge : and to fuch 
a degree, that, through his laft years, he 
coutd command but very little time for his 
own (Indies, even in the morning: that, as 
he was the darling of the great and powerful, 
fo, in particular, her late majefty queen Caro- 
line, from her (iill acquaintance with his cTia- 
rader to the day of his death, ihe had of his 
comprehenfive capacity, and ufcful learning, 
by very itequent convcrfatlons with him upon 
the moil important point of true philofbphyi 
and real knowledge* 
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TtOHN tOOKE, tbe tdebnted philolb. 
j 3 ptwr> ws* bom »t Wrington, mSomalet« 
wre, OB tha tWeat^-funth ot Augttfi, 1632. 

DniiralH* imSaMjr, hu cdvcation wb< cott> 
duQedfmth a MUBfiial care and aSeftioB ; but 
with Btaich fimncft md By hie fetbciv 

who» btieg bicd M me law> wai* a ftewarda 
or coan keqwri to coiooel /Alexander Pop- 
bam { asd, apOB breakiag oat Of the civil* 
wars, became a captain of the parliament'a 
army. 

Mr. C^K tellt aSf Aat oar antbor al- 
ways ^ofce of bb parents widi mat re^efli 
and teodemdh} and took nottoe of the grant 
care hitfikAiH'kldof)^ediiO|tion: andpar- 
ticalirfy Jpj^smd one parb which be mtm 
mentiaBn ti hU fiid^a coadnft to fibn, 
beiimjHw, and keeping him at a great dU 
llan&T^Hm he was • dnid , hot, that, as 
foon as he grew up, becoming more familiar 
by degrees, they lived at lafi together with the 
cafe and confidence of firiends, where no Tub- 
jeAion was ic^nired ; infiunuch that bis father 

e\cnfi*f) 
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MCttfed l^inieif to him for hci\in(^ once flrncL 
Iiim while be wes a chiM,^ rather ont of padion 
than bccaolh he defeivcd it* 

* He waia gentleman of probity and oecono** 
my, and poflcfled of a competent eftate; which 
yet happened to be greatly impahed, when it 
came into the hanoi of this bi« eldcft Ton, 
whom, at a proper age, he put to Wcfiminflci* 
fehoot, where he lemaitied till he was nineteen 
years of age, when he was removed to Ox-< 
ford ; and, being admitted of Chuft-church, 
in 1651, became a ftudent of that college, and 
diftiQguiflied himfelf by an ingenious epigr.iin 
upon Ciomwell’s peace with the Duten in 

>653* 

By the terms of this treaty, the Dutch, at 
the fame time that diey ftipulated not to admit 
king Charles IL or any oiW enespy to the 
commonwealth of Engird into their teriito* 
ties, had likewifi: yielded the right of the 
to the Engiiih, 

So much of the hiftory of this peace was ne- 
cefiary to let us fee the full meaning of Mr; 
Locke’s compliment in thefe verfei* They 
were judgfhd worthy of a place io a coUedion 
prefented by chat uniyerfity to the prottdtor 
upon this oceafioo ; and being now not very 
commonly to be met wUh| may here juAly be 
expedted. 
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Pax regit Augttfti« queizi yicit Ju1ius» orbenr, 
llle fago fados Glarior« ille toga. 

Hos flia Roma rocat iiiagnos» Jc namina ere* 
dit ; 

Ff ic quod fit mundi viAor, 8c tile qutes ; 
l a bcllum 8c pacem popaUs das, unus utrif- 
que 

Major es, ipfe orbem vtneis, et ipfe regis. 
Noil hominem e caelo miflum te crediaius t 
anus 

Sic poteias binos qai foperare Deos, 

l‘hu8 engliihed by the fame band. 

A peaceful fway the great Anguftusbore, 

O’tr what great Julius gain’d by arms before: 
Julius was all with martial trophies crown'd, 
Auguflus (br his peaceful arts renown'd. 

Rome calls them great, and makes them dei- 
ties-, 

This for his valour, that bis poGcies. 

' You, mighty prince ! than ooib, are greater 
far; 

You rule In peace chat world you gain’d by 
war. 

You, Sir, from Hcav'n, a finiib’d hero feP, 
'Who thus aloue two pagar^ god’s excel. 

The reader, ] believe, will readily grant 
that neiiber the poetry, uor the ycrfiHcation in 
ikefe lines are by any means contemptible when 

he 
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tie (ees them here feparated from thofc of hin 
fellow fiadents. South and Bulby; in which 
company, it muft be owned, they are (hewn 
to a great difiidvantage by the editor of the 
colleSion now before me. But, whatever po^ 
eiical talents he was endowed with, it is cer- 
tain they lay greatly neglefted. Some veti'es 
which were wrote by him feveral years after- 
wards, and prefixed to Dr. Sydenham's Obfer- 
vationes Medics, are a convincing proof of 
this. 

Having taken, at the regular times, both 
hi» degrees in arts, he put himfrlf upon the 
ph}ric line ; to which profelSon he applied 
nimfelf with great diligence, and praifiifed 
therein a little at Oxford ^ but finding his con- 
Aitiuion not able to bear the fatigue of much 
bufinefsj^he forbore to puA it; and, being 
higlily deliglyed with the* pbiloibphy of Dea 
Cartes, which then began to grow in vogue, 
he thence took a fancy to that ftudy. 

We have advanced this on the foie authority 
of Le Clerc who very' pofiibly might have it 
from our author's own mouth, 1 he truth of 
the cafe leems to be as follows. 

Mr. Locke, by having before bis eyts fre<. 
quent inftaucet of the extravagant abufe that 
was then mdde of the fcholalHc exercife ofdif- 
puting, had thence haftily taken up an irrecon- 
cileable averfion to that method ofdifcipHning 
youth ; which he indulged fo fir, that it be- 
gat in him fomething li& au antipathy to that 
G 4 branch 
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brATxh of Ariftotle’s philoibpby, as confiSIag, 
he though r, only of obfcure terms, and pro* 
duAive of nothing fo much as ufefels and 
trifling queftions. ^ 1 venture }o cat! it forne- 
thing like an antipathy* fmce it appears to 
have its rent In the natural frame of his tem- 
per, which was peevifli and choleric^ toodeJU 
cate for logical contefls. 

We arc told by one who knew him well, 
and is far from bting fiifpedlcd in t>!»t place 
of dcflgning any injury to liis charadl'-T, that 
had fuch an abhoirerce toprofefled diffut- 
* whole aim is to c.srry the victory by 
y liieir antagooifts ivith the aiT*big^:ity 

i.i -w' - fv . tV»at, whence he had to deal with 
tl « iori of rcople, if he did not before hand 
take a ftrong refolation of keeping his temper^ 
he quickly fell into a pafllon/ * 

This condhutlonal abhorrence grew, as is 
ufual* by degrees, into a fettled and deter* 
mined judgment, A remarkable proof of 
which is feen in the anfwcr be gave to Mr^ 
William Molyneux, who, with a view of in- 
trodacing our autbor^s Eflay of Human Under* 
/landing into the univerfities, piopoled to him 
to caft It into the form of the treatifes of logic 
and metaphyifcs read there. 

“ That which you propose,** /ays he, “ of 
turning my F.lTay into a body of logic and mc- 
taphylics, accommodated to the ulual forms, 
thoogh I thar.k you vtry kindly f.r it, and 

plainly 
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plainly fee in it the car^ you take of the educa* 
cion of young fchplars, which is a thing of no 
fmall moment^ yet, 1 fear, I (hall fcarce find 
time to do it. You have cut out other work 
Ycr me more to my liking, a<>d 1 think of more 
ufe. Dcfides that, if they have in this book 
of mine what you think the matter of tbefc 
two fclences, or what you^will call them; 1 
like the method it ;s in better than that of the 
fchools ; where 1 think it is no fmall prejudice 
to knowledge, that predicaments, predica- 
bles, being univerfalijsin all th^ir fyhems, 
come to be looked on as nccefiary principles, 
or unqucitionable parts of knowledge, juft as 
they are fet down there. ^ 

“ If logic be the full thing to be taught 
young men after grammar, as is the ufual me- 
thod, i 4jiink yet it (hould be nothing but 
propofition nnd /jllogifm. But that being in 
order to their •Jiiputiug exercifesin theuniver- 
fity, perhaps I may think thofc may be fpared 
too, jii'fjuting being but an ill, not to fay the 
vorii, way to knowledge,” 

It ought to be obferved, that the fpirit of 
Cenforing this part of education in the univer* 
fiiies had poflefi'ed others, near the time wc are 
tio\v fpuaking of, as well as our author, ' Mr. 
Jofeph Glanville, for inllancc, ventured to raU 
*]y the pedantiy, as he culls it, and boyilh hu- 
iiKJur of it, wiili a peculiar ranknefe of %vir, 
calling it ‘a bare formal feheme of empty, airy 
G 5 notioiiv. 
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notions, fenielefs terms, and infignificacit 
words, fit only to make n ncife, and farniih 
matter Df wrangling and eooteotion ; and de- 
claring often, that hjs being trained op in that 
road was of thegreateft nnhappinefles that had 
*ever befa'len hipi* 

in the room of AriiAotle’s philofopby, he 
fubiVituted feveral hypothefes from Cartefius, 
then called the New rhilofophy. it bad in* 
deed been for feme time niiiverrally taught in 
'Holland, and at Geneva, and bad captivated 
many o^thers as well as Mr. Locke, with the 
charming variety and perfpicuTty of the fiile in 
which the founder had drefied it up, and which 
was univtifally admired, even by thefe who 
Jid not approve alf bis notions. Neither did 
*eur au^r faficr him/rif to be xnifled by thefe; 
but, on the contrary, by purfoing hi& own 
ideas became hinifelf, in one fubjefi, as is 
well known, a mafier builder efuircly upon bis 
own fiock; and, if the (piric of building was 
foil of all infufed into him, as feems not im- 
probable, from the fplecn ; yet he afterwards 
raifed ftch oiigii al works as will immoitaliz-e 
his name. 

In 1664. be had an opportunity of going 
abroad, in quality of fecretary to Sir William 
>Swan, who was appointed envoy to the cte^or 
of Erar.denbuig, and feme other German 
princes. 

Our author returned the year following to 
Oxford, where he continued to improve his 

knowledge 
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knowledge in philolbphy and )>hyflc x and^ 
particularly* in i666« fell in witU the fcheme 
that had been lately fet on foot by Dr. Plott* 
of keeping a^regifier of the air* in order to 
perfefl the natural hiilory of that moft necef* 
fary article of what the phyfictans call the non- 
naturhlf. 

He printed this at the end of a'pofthttmout 
piece of Mr. Robert Boyle’s* intitled* A Ge- 
neral Hiftory of the Air* in 1692, 8vo. 

Our author calls his paper* A Regifter of 
the Changes of the Air obferved at Oxford, 
by the Barometer* Thermometer* and Hygro- 
meter* from June 23* 1660* to March 
1667. 

He bad indeed an inftinAive cauib for mak- 
ing this choice* in the particular infirmity of 
his own* conftitotion* which was afthma'tic ^ 
and it is obfervaUe, that thefe hiftories have 
been fince mlJe excellent ufe of^ towards dif- 
coreiiirg the qualities of the air* by another ^ 
gentleman* who laboured alfo under the like 
conftiiutional dilbrdcr : but ibe corredtnefs of 
this piece appears lefs marvellous when we 
confider^hat our author had this ilndyfo much 
at heart* as to give it a preference to all other 
parts of natural philolbphy. 

He was thus employed* when an accident 
brought him acquainted with lord Afliley* 
afterwards earl of Shaftelbory. His lordibip 
having an abfeefs in his bread* under his llo- 
macb* occafioned by a fall* was advifed to 
G 6 drink 
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diink the Aftrop waters* In this defign he 
wiote to a phyficiah at Oxford, to procure fome 
of thefe waters to be reacl/againft his arrival. 
That phyfician being called away by other bu« 
fiuefs, transferred his commifTion to his friend 
Mr. Locke, who found himfclf obliged to wait 
upon his lordfhip the day after kis arrival, to 
excufe the dlfappointraent of not having the 
waters ready. Lord Alhlcy, as his manner 
wa.s received him with great civility, declared 
himfclf much fatisfied with his apology, and, 
being much pleafed with his converfation, up« 
on his riung to take leave, detained him to 
Tapper, and engaged him to dinner the next 
day, and even to drink the waters, (Mr, 
}..ocke having e.\'prefied (bme defign of doing 
it fiiortly) that he might have the more cS 
bis company. 

From this beginning, that lord became our 
author’s patron ^ took him Into his heufe; foon 
after followed his advice in opening the ab- 
feefs iu his brcail ; would not fuffer him to 
pradife phync out of his own family, and 
and among ibme particular friends ; introduced 
him to feveral lords of his acquaintance, who 
/hewed him extraordinary refpei^l ? and urged 
him to dire A his application chiefly to the fub- 
je& of politics : all .which was evidently cal- 
culated* by that niofl artful flatefman, exadlly 
to hit the meridian of Mr. Locke’s talle and 
temper; and he profecuted his newlyrpre* 
feribed Iliidy with fo much fuccer-*, as to be 

very 
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T^ry afbfdl to hh patroa in Ms Jncft daring de- 
figni, . ' 

Le Clerc tells as, that three or four of theffe 
lords who thus countenanced Mr.'Locke, hav- 
ing met at lord Afbley*s, rather for amufement 
than bulincfs, after (bme compliments, very 
little converfation had palTed when the butler 
brought in the cards.' Mr* Locke looke^^ on 
for fome time w'hile they w'ere at play, and. 
then taking his pocket-book, begah to write 
with great attention. One of the coinpany 
obferving this, afkcd him what he was writing.^ 

My lord,’* iayshe^ ** I am endtavouring to 
profit, as far as 1 am capable, in your compa- 
ny ; for, having waited with impatience, for 
the honour of being in an ailembly of the 
greateft jpieniufes of the age, and having at 
length Stained this good fortune, I thought 
I could not do better than write down your 
converfation ; and indeed I have fet down the 
fubfiance of what has been faid for this hour ' 
or two.** 

He had no occafion to read much of this dia- 
logue, tbofe noble perfons faw the ridicule* 
and diverted themfclves with improving the 
jell ; they prefently quitted their play, entered 
into a converfation more fuitable to their cha- 
raAers, and fpent the reft of the day in that 
manner : which Mr. Le Clerc declares, whe- 
ther it was fuitable to his charaOer or not* 
yet* that it furnithes an iDuft|>ous proof of 
their politenefs to him* 
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In i66S» he attended the couatefs of Nojth* 
umbcrland into France ; but an onferefiKn ac- 
cident obliged him, after a (hort ftay there, to 
return to England ; where he continued to re* 
fide with lord- Alhfey, who having, jointly 
with feme other lords, obtained a grant of Ca- 
rolina, our author was employed to draw up 
the fundamental cooftitutions of that pro- 
vince. 

The Latitudinarian fpirit of the two follow- 
ing articles in tbefe conftitutions gave great of- 
fence to the clergy at that time. 

** Art. xcv. No man will be promoted to 
a freemanof Carolina, or to have any vote 
dr habitation withfn it,' that doth not acknow- 
ledge a God, and that God to be publicly and 
folemnly worfiiipped.. « 

** Art. xcvii. Since the natives of that 
place, who will be concerned in our plantation, 
are utterly llrangers to Chriftianity, whofe 
idolatry, ignorance, or mifi'akes, give us no 
rignt Co expel, or ufe them ill ; and thofe who 
remove from other parts to plant there, will, 
unavoidably,, be of diflerent opinion! concern- 
ing matters of religion, the liberty whereof 
ti;ey will cxpefl to have allowed them ; and it 
will not be reafonable on this account to 
^keep them out ; that ftill peace may be main- 
tained amid ft the diver fity of opinions, and 
our agreement and compafi with all men may 
he duly and' faithfully obferved ; the breach 

whereof 
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«vhereof» open what pretence foever^ cannot 
* he wklioux great offence to Almighty God; 
and great fcandal to the religion we profefs 9 
and alfo that Jews, Heathens, and other Di£» 
Centers from the parity of the Cbriftian reli- 
gion, may not be (cared and kept at a dHtance 
from it ; bat, by having an opportunity to ac* 
quaint the^felves with the truth and reafona* 
blenefs of its doArines, and the peacefulnefs 
and inoffenfivenofs of its profeffors, may, by 
^ood nfage and perfuaficn, and all thofe coa^* 
vtneinn methods of gtntlenefs and meeknefs, 
fuitable to the rales and deAgns of the Gof* 
.pel, be won over to embrace and unfeignedly 
receive the truth. Therefore any feven or 
more per(bns, agreeing in any religion, Aiall 
conlltcute a church or profefAon, to which they 
ihall gwe fome name to didingaifli it from 
others^". 

Thus this famous inftrument ftcod in the • 
original draught by our author. But feme of 
the chief proprietors probably {eeing the great 
fcandal that would undpobtedly be given by 
.putting,*asis here done,, not only all denOmiha- 
tiona of ChriAiansy but the wildeft fe^aries 
and the foukft heretics, nay even Jews and 
Pagans, upon the feme foot with- true chrifli- 
anicy, and entitling all equally to the fame 
privileges, without any refpedl; bad to the 
church of England, of which they profeffed 
. themfelves members, thought ptoper, between 
' ihefe two articles, to infert the following. 

Atticla 
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Article xcvi. As^the country cc^s t* 
be faiHcieuciy planted and diftributed Into fit 
diirifionsy it fiiali belong to the parliament to 
take care for the building of churchea* and 
the public maintainance of the divine^^ to be 
employed in the exercile of religion, accord- 
ing to the church of England, which being 
the only true and orthodox^ and {lie national 
religion of all the king’s dominionF,.is Co alfo 
of Carolina, and therefore it alone ihali be 
allowed public inaintainance by grant of par- 
liament.” 


This article being introduced againfl Mr. 
Locke’s judgment, as he exprefly declared, 
it is no wonder if from thence his affe^ion to 
the church of England began much to be fuf- 
pedled ; and as this opinion was confirmed by 
fcvcral of his fublcquent writings, he has been 
generally placed among the chieVs of the La* 
titudinarians. * 

Accordingly not very few years ago, we 
find Dr. Watcriand feating him next to lord 
Herbert of Cherbury^ at the head of Barbey- 
rac, Le Clerc, Ac. and firetching fuch pria- 
ciptaaeveit wider than thofe his followers. 

' ** But he, lays that learned and orthodox 
divine, fpeaking of Mr. Barbeyrac, reforms us 
for explication of fundamentals to a noted 
treatife of Le Clerc*s, at the end of Grotius 
^e veritate religionis chrifiianae, A. D. 1709. 
A Treatife fo indefinite aod loofcj diat.one 

fcarce 
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icarce ktiows what it aims at ; e^ecept it bet 
that nothing ihoold^fafs for 'a fandameqtalt 
which has been ever difpoted b^men calling 
thejnfeives cbriftianst and proftffing &fipnire, 
however interpreted to be their risfe. which 
is judging of important trsthst not by the 
word of God fobrly tinderfloodt nor by ca« 
thoHc tradition^ nor by the reafon of thtogSt 
but by the floating hiimours and fancies of 
jnen, as if all chriflian dodrinea were to be 
expunged out of the lift of neceflarieit which 
have had the misfortune to bedifpated atnongll 
and a fhoit creed was to be made out of 
the remainder. But what if others, wfah 
baron Herbert of Cherbury, or with the au« 
thor of the fundamental conftltuticma of Ca- 
rolina, buildtnu upon the fame principle of 
latitude, %nd voting to compound all differ* 
cnees, fhould jidvlfe us to admit nothing for a^ 
fundamental, but what alt mankind have hi* 
therto agreed in, and for the future (hall agre^ 
in, Atheifts only excepted ; where will then 
at length thefe prefumptnous fchemes end ? 

Id 1670, and the following year, he began 
to form the plan of his Effay upon Human 
Underftandinrg, but was hindered from making 
any great progrefs in that work hy other enw 
ployments, which were found for him by his 
patron, who in 1672, being raifed to the poft 
of lord chancellor, did not forget to let his 
^iihful client (hare in the fruits of his power* 
by appointing him fecretary of the prmnta* 
tions. 

This 
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V This phce he held as long as hh mailer 
kept the great ftal^ but that being taken 
from him in November, the year Ibliowingt 
our author, te whom the earl had commont- 
cased his moll feaet affairs, fell into di%race 
together with him, and afterwards eontriboted 
4)M mite to feme pieces, which the earl pro- 
cured to be publilhcd, with a view of exciting 
the nation to watch the Roman-Catholics, and 
to oppofe thedefigns of that party. However^ 
his lordlhip being Hill preftdent at the board 
of trade, Mr. Locke had been made, in June 
the fame year, fecretary to a oommiffion of 
Utac kind, an office which was worth five hun- 
dred pounds per annum as long as it laded ; 
but the commiffioa was difiblved in the year 
1674. 

Oar author had all this while kipt pofTef* 
fion of his Undent’s place at Cfarili-cburch^ 
whither he ufed not fretpientfy to relbrt, as 
well for the convemency of books, as alfo 
upon account of his health, the air of Lon- 
don not agreeing well with his conditution : 
^nd, having taken his degree of bachelor of 
phyfic on the fixth of Pebraary thrs year, ho 
went the following fummer to Montpelier* 
being apprehenfive of a confumption. 

At the lame time, however, helikewiie 
kept up an acquaintance with (everai of the 
faculty, and what his reputation therein, may 
be known from the tefiimooy that is given of 
if by the celebrated Dr. Sydenham* ^ho in 
kis book, intitled, Obfervationes Medicas, 
£ circa 
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ciita morbonim acutonim biftoriam & cnra* 
uoneoiy printed in 16769 writes thus : 

. You know likewiftf bow much my mo» 
tbod has been approved of by a per(i)n who 
bas examined it to the bottom, and who is 
our common friend : I mean Mr.- John Locke, 
who, if we confider his genius, and penetrat- 
ing and exaO judgment, or the ftrifineis 
his morals, has fcarce any fuperior, and few 
equals now living. Nofti preteica, &e. 

This ftep was not taken without the approba* 
tion and advice of his patron, to whom he had, 
juft before his departure, been particularly fer- 
viceablc in drawing op an extraordinary pm* 
phlet, intitled, A Letter from a Perfon of 
Qoality*to his friend in the Country, givin|^ 
an account cjf the debates and refolotions in 
the Houfe of Lords, in April and May 167;, 
concerning a Bill, intituled. An Aft to prevent 
the dangers which may arife from perfons dif- 
affeded to the Government. 

Our author, we are informed, drew up this 
letter at* the deftre of the earl of Shaftefbory, 
and under his lordfliip’s infpeftion, only com- 
mitting what the earl did in a manner diftate 
to him ; and this indeed is evident,* with re- 
gard to that part which contains remarks upon 
the charaders and condud of feveral of the 
nobility, fince thefe could be known only to 
-his kixdihip. Bui as this itafon extends not 

to 
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to other parts of the fame letter, fo neither h 
any doubt ftiggeiled by our author^s apoloefilt 
that he did n-st heartily concur in the gibeSf 
Sis Mr. Wood calls them, which are onfpar- 
iogly thrown therein upon the fpiritual lords ; 
we ihall mention one or thefe in the bill which 
,goes by the name of the Teil A&. 

The minillry propofed to make an addition 
iff the corporation oath in thefe words, I will 
not at any time endeavour to make any alter- 
aiion of. the government either in church or 
ftate. The author of the letter, fpeaking of 
. this addition, the devifing whereof he charges 
principally upon the bilhops, declares in ge- 
neral of the clergy of all religions, that they 
have trucked away the rights and liberties of 
the people, in this and ail other countries 
wherever they have had opportunity that thty 
might be owned by the prince to be jure di- 
vino, and maintained in their pretenfions by 
the abfolute power and force they have con- 
tributed fo much to put into bis hands : and 
that prieii'and prince may, like Cador and 
FolloXf be worihipped together as divine in 
the fame tcnnple by us poor lay fubjedst they. 
aAnally affert that monarchy is jure divino. 
JFof a proof of the truth of this remark, the 
editor, in a note upon it. cites a pnHage from 
bifhop Uiher^s Power of the Prince, and feve- 
sal others alfo from bifiiop Sandetfon’s preface 
to that Treatife, which feem indeed to be 
vtry s^reeable to the mind of the Letter- 
s, writer^ 
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mnicr, and therefore in that view not iitipro^ 
perly introduced ; and th<»t is declared by tlie 
annotator to be his iblc inUntioD* leaving the 
jufticc of his author’s cenfuie to fltift for itfelfj 
tb^it fo he might not be drawn into the con« 
trovcrfy. 

Mr. Wood we fee calls it a gibing upon the 
(piritual Lords ; and ib far is certaint that al» 
moil all the tribe of w'liters who have aflfefied 
to give us a caft of their wit upon orthodoxy, 
have acknowledged this Letter- writer for their 
mafter, in copying not only his matter but his 
manner and expreflion, not even difdaining to 
borrow his very words. 

As to the two divines quoted by Mr. Dts 
Maizeauz, not to inftft in their behalf on the 
fcafonablanefs and prudence of pref&ng the 
doArine of non-refifUnce abiblutely, at the 
times when the forementioned treatife was 
wrote by one, and publiihed by the other ; 
the firfl being apparently moved by the fad 
profpeA of roifery with which the nation was 
threatened, from the oppofite extreme at the 
breaking euc of the rebellion ; and the fecond 
ftill more moved with the aAual Aeling of 
that mifery from which the nation was uien 
fcarcely well recovered. 

To pafs by., I lay, thele and fuch like to* 
pics, which candour prompts in their defence, 
it is obfervable, that if we hearken to the au- 
thor of the letter in queftion, we Iball be 
obliged to copfelsj that nothing but thefe 

could 



14 * BRITISH PLOTARCH. 

coold be the tree motive both of writing tnd 
IHtblifliing liuit book, fmce it follows frOm his 
own vgument, compared with other parts of 
ihexr own writing and publifiiing that book, 
£nce it follows from his own argument, com- 
pared with other parts of their writings, that 
they knew as well as he, that their monarch 
was no Aich divinity as he charges them with 
alTeiting. 

Thus far our letter- writer we fee declares,' 
that epifcopacy^ was founded by the clergy 
upon the jure divino equally with monarchy ; 
but it is well known, that both thefe bifhops 
exprefly maintained, that epifcopacy, as main- 
tfined in the church of England, was not 
jure divino; whence it neoeflarily follows, 
from this wa^ of reafoning, that mionarchy 
alfo, as eftabhflied in the (late of England, 
was equally maintained by them not to be 
jure divino. 

’Tis not the defign of this remark to take 
any fide in a dipute which has now been long 
worn out, much lefs to defend the dofbine m 
abfolute non -refinance from thofe abfurdities 
which inieparably attend it in all ages. But 
our bttfineis is to reprefent every faA that 
comes in the couHe of thefe memoirs impar- 
tially as we find it, after the beft inquiry which 
we are able to make, and in the preftnt.in- 
fia^ce, if the faft is found to turn out in favour 
of die two meadoned bifliops, that difdain 
which appears in relating k, may be thought 

not 
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not inproper in the vievr of teftifykig a real 
hearty concern for the caufe of truth in geae<^ 
ral, on what fide foever it ftahds. 

At Montpelier, oor author fell into the 
acquaintance of Mr. Thomas Herbert, after- 
wards earl of Pembroke, to whom he com« 
ihunicated his deficn of writing bis Bflay on 
Human underftanding. which now chiefly 
employed has thoughts. From Montpelier he 
went to Paris, where he contrafted a friend* 
ihip with Mr. JufteU atwbofe houfe he then 
law Mr. Gueiielon. a celebrated phyfician at 
Amfierdam. who held anotomical conferences 
theie with great reputation. 

It was now alfo. that the familiarity com* 
menced betwixt him and Mr. Totgnard. by 
whom he was favoured with a copy of hit 
Harmony ^of the Gofpels. when there were 
no more than ifive or fix of them complete. 
Upon the'difeovery of the Popiib plot, the 
earl of Shaftefbory was again taken into 
favour at court, and made prefident of a new 
council. rrcAed by bis majefty in 1670. 

This nej^ turn occafioned him to lend for 
Mr. Locke ; but his lordfiiip happening to be 
laid afide a^in in iefi than halt a year, had 
no opportunity of fming him in that poft. 
Notwnhfianding this, our author continued 
analtei?foly attached to his patron in all the 
Jiraverfes of his fortune; ano. in 1682, when 
that nobleman efcaped a profecudon for high* 
trealbn. by flying into tioUancL Mr. Locke 

followed 
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followed him thither, and conveyedkway with: 
him feveral letters and writings without being 
fcarched ; Mr. Le Clerc alfo informs us, that 
Mr. Locke gave his affiiiance in (bme pieces 
publifhed by the earl of Siiaftefbury after his 
difgrace, and after the earl’s flight, did not 
think himfelf fafe in England ; and we ftiall 
fee in the next remark his condu^l had for 
ibme time .before been ftriAly watched by 
Dean Fell ; neither tipon the death of his 
patron, which happened foon after, did he 
think proper to return home, where he knew 
hts condu^ had created him fome powerful 
enemies. 

He had not been a year in Hollands when 
he was accufed at the Englifh court of having 
written certain trafis againfl: the goyernment ; 
and though another perfon was afterwards dif- 
covered to be the author, yet being obferved 
to join in company with feveral Engtifh male* 
contents at the Hagi:r, this condud was coftr^ 
xnunicated to our reiident there to the earl of 
Sunderland, then fecretary of ftate ; who ac» 
ouainting the king therewith, bis majefly 
ordered u»c proper methods to be taken fdr 
expelling him from the college, and applica- 
tion to be made for that purpofe to bifhop Pell 
the dean ; In obedience to this command the 
necc^ry information was given by his lord* 
Ihip, who at the fame time wrote to our aii* 
thor, to appear and anfwer for himfelf, on the 
of January enfuing; but, immediately 

receiving 
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receiving an exprefs command to turn him 
out, was obliged to comply thei^with, and 
accordingly Mr. {.ocke was removed from hia 
ftudent’s place on the fixteen^h of November, 
1684. 

As this affair has been differently reprefent* 
ed, even by authors of repute, ^ we ihall 
lay before the reader the fa^, as it appears 
from the fevcral letters wrote on the oecafion : 
7 'he firft, from Sunderland to the biihop, runs 
thus ; 


Whitehall, November 6, 1684. 

The king having been given to under- 
hand, that one Locke, who belonged to the 
late earl of Shafteibury , and has upon fevcral 
occalions behaved himicif very fa^ioufly againit 
the government, is a fludeni of ChrilUchurch ; 
his commands me to fignify to your 

lordihip, that he would have him removed 
from being a lluJent; ahd that, in order 
thereunto, your lordihip would let him know 
the method of doing it, 

To this the i»lhop anfwered in thefe terms, 

November 8. 

** Mr. Locke being a great friend' of the 
late earl of Shaftefoury, and being fnfpeficd 
not to be well to the government, I 

have had my eye over him for feveral years ; 

VoL.X. H but 
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but he has always been fo much upon his 
guard, that after leveral ftrSfl enquiries, 1 caa 
confidently afifure you, there is no perfon ia 
our college, how familiar foever with him, 
that has heard him fay any thing againll the 
govci nrRf^nt, or that any ways concerns it. 
And, though we have often defignedly given 
him occafio.., in public and private difcourfe, 
to ta!’ .f the of Sha^fbury, by fpeaking 
ill of his park's and dcfigns ; yet we 
could ncv^er fee, either by his words or Icjks, 
that 1 0 thought 'at all concerned in the 
matter ; fo that v : believe there is not a 
man in the wot\ ' fo much mailer of his tongue 
and pafii'’ . as he is •. 

He has a phjjfic place here whicn frees 
him from the r . eife of the college, and the 
obligation which others have to residence in 
it ; and he is now abroad for want of health : 
but, ' :.vith (landing this, I hhve fummoned 
him to w'urn home ; which is done with this 
p^ii ^9 that, li he comes c back, he will 
be liable to expul lion fo. contumacy ; and, if 
He uucs, he will be aofwerable to the law for 
that whic.i ne lhall be found to have doneamifs ; 
it being probable, that, though he may have 
been thus cautious here, where he knew him* 

* L« Clerc obferves, that this command of his temper 
•WAS the more extraordinary, as Mr. Locke was by nature 
» little hafly ; but that he perceived their defiga to trepan 
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fislf Aifpef^ed, he has laid himfelf more open at 
London* where a general liberty of fpeaking 
was ufed* and where the execrable dofigns 
againft his majefty and his government were 
managed and purfued. 

*• If he don’t return by the January, 

which is the time limited to Hm), I ihall be 
enabled* of courfe* to pro>:ccd ag^inf^ him to 
cxpulfion : but* if .his nictl d 4iot cf- 

fe^ual, or fpeedy cno jh, a» ^ hj: majefly, 
oui founder and vifitor, ffial* pli/tfc r"^ com- 
mand his immediate' . ovv , «pon the receipt 
thereof, direrted co the ‘ ’ and chapter* it 
iiuU accordinjdy be cxeciiLt... i>y, 

“ YouriordVi. fee. 

To this the following v. received, dated 
November 12 , inclofed in a letter from the fc- 
cretary, and addrefled the dear and ^'hap- 

ter. 

** %VHURE/. '/'C have received nuom.; 
tion of the fafiioub ^nd difloyal behaviour of 
Locke* one of the fludents uf th?t our coiitge, 
we have thought fit hereby to hgnny our wiij 
and pleafure to you, that yon I 0 :bwith re- 
move him from his ftudent’s place* and de- 
prive him of all rights and advantages there* 
onto belonging ; for which this IhalT be your 
warrant. And fb wc bid you heartily fare« 
well. 
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‘ Givan at our court of Whitehall^ the i itk 

of November^ i6S^. 

“ By his majcffty*s command, 

« SUNDBRLAND.'* 

The bSfhopanfwered thus, 

November* x6* 

•• Rigi?l honourable, 

** I liold myfclf bound to fignify to your 
lordfhip, that his majcrty’s command for the 
expulfion of Mr. Locke from this college is 
fully executed.** 

Upon thefc letters, LcCIerc obferves, that 
the bilhop, in what he wrote, without doubt, 
dengned to ferve Mr. Locke, for whom he bad 
always a refped and kindnels, as appears from 
Ills immediately, on the rcceiptt)f the firft let- 
ter, fending for Mr. Tyrrel, who was Mr. 
Locke's fneml, to fpeak with him about it. 
On the other hand, a late writer cites (he let* 
ters, as an evident proof, that the bifliop was 
capable of fome exceifes, in fome cafes, where 
the intereft of party could biafs hian. 

The letters, as here feen, need no comment 
to clear his conduA from both thefe mifr»re- 
ientations $ and Aiffidently Aews the mtilake 
of Le Clerc, on the one. hand, who, willing 
to have the virtuous and learned dean, as he 
Riles him, for his friend’s patron, tells us, he 

•was 
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Wns convinced of Mr. Loeke*s innocence; and 
the no lefs tnili<'ike, on the other hand, of 
Dr. Bitch, who calls this, his, the dean's, cx« 
ptrlfion of Mr« Locke. 

Upon the accefSon of king James If. to the 
throne^ Sir William Pen, the famous Quaker, 
procured the promife of a pardorn for our an* 
thor, whom he had known at Chrilt-Church ; 
but his fellow collegian declined the accept* 
ance of that offer, alledging, that he had no 
occafion for a pardon, not being guilty of any 
crime. 

In May, 16S5, the RngHft envoy at the 
Hague demanded him to be delivered up' by 
the ffates- general, upon furpicion of his having 
been concerned in the duke of Monmouth^s 
invafion.^ This obliged him to lie concealed 
near twelve months, till it became fufficiently 
known, that he had no baud in that enter- 
prize. 

Duiing this privacy, which, by the aflSftance 
of fomc friends, was rendered very fecure from 
any danger of adifcovcry, he compofed hia firft 
]*>tter upoji Toleration ; which being tranilated 
from the- Latin original into Englifh and 
Dutch, and twice printed at London, in 1690, 
was attacked the fame year by Mr. Jonas 
Proaff, chaplain of AlUfouIs CoBege, Oxford, 
in a piece, intituled. The Ar^itmettt of the 
Letter concerning Toleration briefly confidered 
and anfwerecL Oxford, 1690, 4to. ' 

He rejoined, in A Third Letter for Tolera* 
tion, in 1692, containing three hundred and 
H i 
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fifty pages in quarto. This letter is dated om 
the twenty-ninth of June, In it he declares 
his opinion concerning the miracles of the pri- 
mitive church as follows. 

** And iol leave yon/* &yB he to his anta* 
goniil, to difpute the credit of ecclefiaftical 
writers as you (hall think fit ; and by your au- 
thorisy to efiahliih and invalidate theirs as you 
plcafe. But this 1 think is evident^ that he 
v\ho will build his faith or reafonings upon 
miracles delivered by church hifiorians, will 
iind caufe to go no farther than the apofiJes 
times, or elfe not fiop at Confian tineas ; fince 
th^ writers after th^it period^ whofe word we 
take as unqueilionable in other things, fpeak 
of miracles in their time with no lefs^afiurance 
than ilie fathers before the fourth century ; and 
a great part of the miracles of the fecond and 
third centuries (land upon the credit of the^ 
writcfs of the fourth : fo that fort of argu- 
jiienCi which takes and rejects the teilimony 
«if the ancients at picafure as it may bell fuit 
with it, will not have much force with thofe 
who arc not dif^ofed to embrace the fiypcthcfis 
wiiliout any arguments at all/* 

i 

We find the following pafiage inierted :n tha 
Preface to An Enquiry into the Miraculous 
Powers, &c« piiuccd in 1648, in 410. by Dn 
Conyers Middleton, who thue gives this euto- 
tium of our author. 

« It 
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** It was an anexpefted fatisfadioa to mc.^’ 
fays the dodor» to be informed lately by a 
friend, That Mr. Locke had many years ago 
declared the fame opinion with mine concern- 
ing the miracles of the primitive church ; 
^'hich I (hall offer the reader in his own words, 
being perfuaded that the authority of fo emi- 
nent a writer, and fo fingularly qualified by 
his talents and ftudies to difcern the cxaCl rehi- 
tions and confequences of things, will add 
great weight and confirmation to the caulc 
which 1 am here defending.’’ 

Le Clcrc had once deftgned to tranflate the 
fecond and third letters into French » but for* 
bore it; being, as he fays, of opinion, that 
the firft, whiox he had before tranflated into 
that language, was fuQicient to inform us of 
Mr, Lome's fsintiments. This is fo very true, 
that it is in the firft alone thitt his real fenti* 
ments aie to be found ; and not at all tn the 
two fubfequeai ones, as is fuggc»lcd by Mr.. 
Warburton, who, fpeaking in defence of ni- 
fQmir4g a perfonal charader on proper occa* 
lions, fay}, 

“ When the difpute is above the pradical. 
obligation of fome truth, to the good of a par- 
ticular fociety, there it is fair to take up a fuit- 
able charadler, and argue ad hominem, for 
there the end is a bcuebt to be gained fur that 
fiiciety : and it is not of fo great mcincnt, 
U 4 'what 
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^hac principles the multitude is prevailed with 
to make tbe fccicty happys as it is that it 
ihonU fpectiily become ib. A famous e3(am«* 
plc,« coi t ni'cs he, ** will illuftrate this obfex- 
vation. Our grea Britiih pbilofopher, writ- 
ing for religious liberty, combats his intole^ 
rsne adverfary quite through the controverfy* 
with his own principles ; well forefeeing, that^ 
at fvich a time of prejudice, arguments built on 
received opinions would have greateft weight*^ 
and make qnickcfl Impreflions on tbe. body of 
the people, whom it was his buiinefs to gain.’* . 

Whether Mr. Lccke was indeed blelTed 
with fuch a fortfight, in this cafe, as is here 
alcribed to him, we need not determine ; but 
his apologifl, however, does hm thejuilice ta 
acknowledge, that he obferved a Contrary, 
plain, and dlreil conduA in managing his dif« 
pute with Dr. Sullindeet. 

But he f-cnt the chief part of his time in thia 
retirement by fiuiftiing his Eilay upon Humaa 
Underfland.ng ; and fbmetimes amufed himi- 
felf with making extra^s of books to be in- 
lerted in the BibJiocbeque Univerfelk. 

Towards the latter end of the year 
he appeared again in public, and, in the foU 
lowing year, he formed a weekly a/TembJy at* 
Amflcidam, with melHeurs Limborch and Le 
Cleic, who were joined by fome others, in the 
view^ of holding conferences npen fubjc£ls of 
lew mi'?. 
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Thele two divines were among our aqthoi^e 
firft friends in Holland » and he held a corref- 

E ondence with both of them till the day of 
is death; not long after which there came 
out icveral letters that had palTed between him 
the former^ whereby it spears, chat Mr. 
Limborch was very fcrviceable to our author* 
as well with refpeft to {bme improvements in 
his Eflay on Hauiaa Underllanaing» as to his 
Reafonableneis of Chiiflianity ; and, on tha 
other hand, thefc favoars were repaid by Mr. 
Locicc in procuring him archbimop Tillot* 
fon’s alTiAance in nis hiAory of the inqui(i« 
tion, which was afterwards dedicated by that 
author to his grace. As to Mr, Le Clerc, 
the dedication* of his Oiuologia to our au« 
thor, fhews the profound cAcem he had for 
him ; nivj f^on after came out thecaufesof in* 
crcdaliiy. 

About the end of this year, he finifhed the 
forcmencioned EAuy, after having fpeut more 
than nine years upon it. At the lame time he 
alfo made an abiidgement of that work in 
EngliQi. 

, it is ^ little remarkable, that Sir liaae 
Newton’s Princlp'a was finifhed about the &me 
lime with Mr. Locke’s Eflay ; both the worlte 
introduced a new and the only true way of 
phUofophifing grounded upon experience and 
obfervadon, and both eifedually overthrow* 
sng the philpfophy of Des Cartes, one with 
regard to the great fy Acm of ,the world, and 
tM other in the fyAcm of man. 

11 5 A. 
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*A’s the natural hiftory of human under- 
ftanding was handled in a manner entirely 
new, wherein nothing was advanced but upon 
obfirvation ard ekperience* and the whole 
thrown into a method quite different from 
that of the fchodls, and recommended by an 
cafy andOtandfome ffile, it prefently gsuned 
inanyadmiiers. 

Howevetj among the crowd of thofe which 
the eflay met with, there were found fome 
perfoni who could not digeft feveral notions 
ilaried in it ; and among thefe, was Dr. Wil- 
liam Sherlock, mafler of the Temple, who 
attacked ii in a Digreflion concerning Connate 
Ideas, in the third feAion of the lecond chap- 
ter of hU Dilcourfe concerning the Happinefs 
t>f Good Men, and Puniihment of the Wicked 
in the next World, 1704, Svo. Rut of all 
thofe who made their appearance in our au- 
thor's life- time, he took no public notice, and 
in the mean time, did not fpare to make him- 
felf merry at their expence among his inti- 
mates. 

At the turn of his wit and rallery on thefe 
occations makes a part of the chara^er of his 
geoiasy we fltall intert the following fpecimeiit 
Mr. Collins having fent him feme extrads 
from Dr. Shcrlocks book, he returned this 


^wThe famples you have given me, I 
mufl acknowledge^ from the aeSRties of the 

author 
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autbor, to be very excellent. But what lhal* 
1 be the better for the moft exaQ and bell 
proportioned piAure that ever was drawn, iF t 
have not eyes to fee the correrpondence nf the 
parts. I confefs the lines are too fubtle for 
me, and my faculties cannot perceive their 
tonneftion. I am not envious, and therefore 
(hail not be trouble , if others fhall find them* 
felves inflroAed in fo extraordinary and fub* 
lime a way of reafoning. I am content with my 
own mediocrity ; and, tho’ I call the thinking 
faculty in me mind, yet I cannot^ tSecaufe of 
that name, call in any thing of that inBnite 
and incompreheniible being, which, for want 
of right and diftinA conceptions, is called 
God, alfo on the eternal mind. I endeavour 
to make the bed ufe f can of cvery^ thing, and 
therefor^, though I am in defpair to be the 
vrifer for thii learned inftruAor, yet 1 hope I 
fliall be themnerrier for them, when I take the 
air in the calafh together.*’ 

We fee our author was not defeAive in this 
ingredient of happinefs, and no doabt he died 
in perfeA good humour with hirofelf, as lo the 
deugn and ufefulncfs of his Eflay. But it 
may be doubted, whether this ferenity might 
not have been rufHed, had he lived to fee that 
monument of his fame attacked with much 
keener weapons, and by a perfon of much 
nearer concern to him than was the dean of St. 
Paul’s. I beUeve the reader is before-hand 
H 6 wilh 
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\viih me in pointing out the man, and fixing 
upon the eail of Sliafteibury. 

That noble author, la Tome dircAions which 
he gave to a young ftudent at Oxford, defign* 
cd fi t the church, having obferved that Dr. 
Tindara principleii, wJiatever they may be as 
to church government, are, in reiped); of phi* 
lofopby and I'heolpgy, far wide from thofe 
of the author of the raphfody, proceeds 
thus; 

** tn fitneraf, truly, St has happened, that 
all thofe they c^ll free writers now a-days have 
efpoafed thofe principles, which Mr. Hobbes 
fet on foot in the age. Mr. Locke, as 
much as 1 honour him on accoant of his other 
writings, viz. on government, policy, trade, 
coin, education, toleration, &c. and| as well 
as I knew him*, and can anfwer for his fin* 
perity as a mofi zealous Chrifiiau believer, did, 
however, go in the (elf fame track, and is 
followed by the Tindals, and all the other in* 

f enious free authors of our time. It was Mr. 
.ockc that ftruck the home blow ; for Mr. 
Hobbes’s charader, and bafe Aavifh (principles 
in government, took off the point of hiaphi* 
)o(ophy. It was Mr. Locke that firuck at all 
fondamcntals, threw ail order out of the 
world, and made the very ideas cf thefe, 
wbieh are the very iame as thofe of God, un^^ 

* Our authochad a fliare in the education of sJjic no* 
who was gruiidi'9;i hii^ r<«tr n. 


natural 
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natural and without feondatton in our minds*’ 
Innate is a word he poorly plays upon. The 
right word, though tefi uled, is connatural. 
For what has birth, or pit>gre(s of the fcetos 
out of the womb, to do in this cafe? The 
queftioD is not about the time the ideas enter* 
or the moment that one body came out of 
the other, but whether the coaftitucion of 
men be fiich, that, being adult and grown up, at 
fuch and fuch a time, fooner or later, no matter 
when, the idea and ibnie of order, adminiftra* 
tion, and a God, will not infallibly, una-^ 
voidably, necellarily, fpring up in them* 
Then comes the credulous Mf. Locke, with 
his Indian Barbarian fiorics, of wild nations 
that have no fuch idea, as travellers, learned 
authors, and men of troth, and great phiiofe* 
phers, have informed him : not coniiderif>g« 
that this is but a negative upon a hear- fays 
and ib circuiiffiantiated, that the faith of the 
Indian denier may be as well qyeflioned, as 
the veracity or judgment of the relater, who 
cannot be ruppoM to know fufiiciently the 
mylleries and fecrets of thefe Barbarians, whoA? 
laaguago they but impeifsfUy know, and to 
whom we gem Chriftians have, by our little 
mercy, given fiifficient reafon to conceal from 
us, as we know particularly in relpedfc to fim- 
pics and vegetables ; of which, though we 
'got the Peruvian bark, and foine other noble 
remedies, yet it is certaio, that, through the 
eruelty of the Spaniards, as they have owned 
tbcmfelves, many fecrets in medicinal aSai|s 

have 
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fcave been fupprefled. But Mr. Locke, who 
had more faith, and was more learned in mo* 
dern wonder «^vriters than ancient ^hilofophy.* 
gave up an argument for the deity, which 
Cicero, though a profefTed fceptic. would not 
explode, and which even the cnief of the athe- 
iftic philolbphers anciently acknowledged, and 
ibived only by their primus in orbe Decs fecit 
timor. I hus virtue, according to Mr. Locke, 
has no other meafure. law. or rule, than 
fafhion and cuftom ; morality, juftice. equity, 
depend only on law and will ; and God. in* 
deed, is a perfect free agent in his fenle. that 
is. free to an> thing that is however ill ; for. 
if he wills it. it will be made good, virtue 
jnay be vice and vice virtue in its turn, if he 
pleafes $ and thus neither virtue nor vice, 
right nor wrong, are any thing in themfclves ; 
nOr is there any trace or idea of them natu- 
rally imprinted on human minds. Experi- 
ence and our catechifm teach us all. J fup- 
pofe. ’tis foinething of like kind which teaches 
birds their nefts, and how to fly the minute 
they have full feathers. Your Tbeocles. 
whom you commend fo much, laughf: at this ; 
and, as roodellly as he can. alks a Lockeift. 
whether the idea of woman (and what is fought 
after in woman) be not taught a1fi> by fome 
catechiftn. and dictated to the man. Perhaps, 
if we had no fchools of Venus, nor fuck hor- 
rid lewd books or lewd companions, we might 
have no underftanding of tnis. *till we weit 
Caught by our parents; and if the tradition 

(hould 
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Ihould happen to be loft» the race of mankind 
might pcrifli in a fober nation.-— This is very 
poor pniloibphy : but the gibberilh of the 
fchools for thcle feveral centuries has^ in theic 
latter days of liberty* made any contrary 
philofophy of good relifh* and highly fa« 
voury fvith all men of mt* .fuch as have been 
emancipated from that egregious form of iu« 
telkflual bondage/* 


Thus did this ipirited author let fly Ibme of 
his moil pointed ratlery, againft our oppofer 
of innate ideas ; nor was this the only time 
that he entertained him&lf with making Mr. 
Locke*s Eflay the fubje^ of his ridicule. *Tis 
true, our author bad then been many years in 
his grave ; but his fame was ftill alive and 
flourifliiag, and bis memory found a cham« 
pion, who, many years alfo after his lordfliip 
was in that {^lace of profound filence, having 
obferved that Mr. Locke had fome (hare in 
his education, was not afraid to rebukje him 
under the charafier of Mr. Locke's pupil, in 
the following very grofs terms. 


The fpice he bore bis mafter is incon« 
ceivable. He did not difdain to take up with 
thofe vulgar calumnies that Mr. Locke had 
again and again confuted. Some even of our 
mod admired pbilofopbers had fairly told us, 
that virtue and vice had, after all, no other 
law or meafure than meer fafhion and vogue. 
The cafe is this; when Mr. Locke reaTotts 
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agaUiil innate ideas» he brings it as an argument 
agsinft them^ that virtue and vice in many 
places were not regulated by the nature of 
things^ which they muft have been, were there 
fucb innate ideas, but bjr meer faOiion and 
vogue. Is this, then, feirly told of our ad- 
mired modern pbtlolbphcr ? But it was crime 
enough, that he laboured to overthrow in- 
nate ideas, things that the noble author under- 
flood to be the foundation of his moral fenfc. 
In vain did Mr. Locke inceflantly repeat, that 
the divine Law is the only true touch- ftone of 
moral reftitude ; this did but increafe his pu- 
pil’s refentment, who bad all his faculties fo 
pofleflfed with the moral fimfe, as the only true 
touch-ftone of moral redlitude^ that, like the 
knlghts-errant of old, he flood up challenger 
againft all oppofers for the fumerior charms of 
his idol. But the whole E(&y itfelf, one of 
the Qohlefl, the ufefullefl, the mofl original, 
books the world ever faw, cannot c(cape his 
ridicule. In reality, fays he, how fpecioiis a 
fiudy, how folemn an amufement, is raifed 
from what we cill philofophical fpeculation ! 
The formation of ideas, their compofuions, 
comparifons, agreement, and diiagreement ! 
Why do I concern myfclf in fpccuhtions 
about my ideas ? |What is it to me, for in* 
ilancc, to know what kind of idea 1 can form 
of fpace, divide a folid body, See. ? And lb 
he goes on in Mr. Locke’s own words ; and, 
lefl the reader fhould not take the flory, a 
note at the bottom of the page informs us. 



JOHN LOCKS. iSf 
that thele are the word^ of the particular aa^ 
thor cited.-'*-"— Bttt the invidious remark 
in this quotation furpafles all credit*———^ 
Thui the AirtomiA or Bpicurean. The Free« 
thinkerj after this can never fiire upbraid us 
with our flippancy » in giving the titles of 
Deift and Atoeift to thofe we do’nt like> 
when the very hero of their caa& is taken 
in 

Tn 1619, he publilhed in Latin his firft 
letter concerning Toleration ; and» in Febru-* 
ary the fame year, he retnrned to England in 
the fleet which convoyed the princefs M 
Orange to her confort. Not long after bis 
aiiival, he put in a' claim to his iUdeat’a 
pbce at Chrift-church, but that focicty re« 
jfdled hiJ pretenfions, as the proceedings :i6 
his deprivation were conformable to their (U* 
tutes. 

However^ he had an offer of being admitted 
a fiipernumary ftudent* which he did not 
think proper to accept. As he was looked 
upon to be a Tufferer for the prindpies of the 
rcvoludois. be might eaflly have obtained 4$ 
very confiderable pofl ; bat be consented himw 
feif with that of commiiSoner of Appeals^ 
worth about two hundred pounds a year* 
which was procured for him by the lord Mor* 
datiBtv afterwaids earl of Monmouth^ and' 
then of Peterborough. 

About the fame time he was ofltred to go 
abmuL in a public cbartAer and it was left 

to 
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to his cboicCi whether he would be envoy at 
the court of the emperoff that of the eleAor 
of Brandenburght or any other, where he 
thought the air moft fuitabte to him ; but he 
waved all thefe owaccount of the ill ftate of his 
health, which difpofed him gladly to accept 
another ofier that was made him by Sir Fran* 
cis Mafiiam and his lady, of an apartment in 
their country-feat, at Oates, in Eflex^ This 
fituation proved, in all refpefls, fo ^reeabie 
to him, that he fpent a great part of the re* 
mainder of his life at it* 

In 1690, he publiihcd Two Treatifes Of 
Iftivil Government, in defence of the revolu* 
Coin ; the whole title of which runs thus : 
Two Treatifes of Government, 

In the Former, the Falfe Principles and foun- 
dation of Sir Robert FUmer and his 'followers 
are detefied and overthrown. The Latter, is 
an Eday concerning the true original Exmnt 
and End of Civil Goveniment.-»ln the rrt- 
face, our author tells us, 

** This was only the beginning and end 
of a difcourfe concerning governmdkit; what 
hxt has otherwife . difpofed the papers that 
Ihould have filled up the middle, and were,’* 
feys he, *• more than all the reft, is not worth 
while to tell thee, if thefe papers have that 
evidence I flatter myfelf isto be found in them, 
there will be no great mifs of thofe which are 
loft i and my reader may be fatisfied without 

them: 
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them : fbr» I imagine, 1 ihall bave^ neither 
time nor tnclinatton to repeat my pains, and 
fill up the wanting pare of my anfwer, by 
tracing Sir Robert Filmer again through all the 
windings and oUcurities which are to be met 
with in the icveral branches of his wondetful 
fyftem,” 

The fame year came out alfe his Eflay on 
Human Underflanding, in folio ; nor was the 
year expired, when he font his Letter to fEd- 
ward Chipley, efq. upon the fubjeft of Edu- 
cation. This piece was not printed tiH 169), ^ 
when it came out under the title of Somd^' 
Thoughts concerning Education, in a Lettert 
See. in 8vo. 

Our aiythor wrote the fiibftance of it many 
years before, in Holland, Mr. Molyneux, in 
a letter, dated* March 2, 1692, having men* 
tioned his promife of publilhing it, together 
with the particular joy that pfomife had given 
him, on account of the education of his own 
fon, proceeds thus : 

« My brother (Dr, Molyneux) has fome- 
times told me, chat, whilft he had the h^pi* 
nefs of your a^uaintance at Leyden,'^ wbidl 
was feven or eight years before, ** you were 
upon fuch a work as this 1 defire : and that 
too, at the requeft of a tender father for thtf 
ufe of his only fon.*' 

^ To this Mr, Locke anfwers, 

V That 
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• That which ytittr brother tells you is not 
wholly befidcs the mattery the main of wbat 
I now poblilh, is but what is contained in 
veral letters to a friend of mine* the greatcft 
part whereof were writ out of Holland. 

He printed a third edition, with additions, 
in 169s, It came out likewife after our au- 
thor*s death, with a great many more additi* 
ons. Mr. Peter Code, who had tranflated the 
piece into French, and publilhed it with this 
tide, De FEducaticn des Enfans, Amlterdam> 
169^, 12 mo. afterwards revifed his tranfla- 
tion* andj inlerting the pofthomous additions, 
together with a confidirablc number of fiaf* 
fages added by himfelf from Montaigne, by> 
way of explanation of Mr. Ixtcke’s fentiments,, 
pnbliihed the whole at Amfierdam in 1721, 
tfO. 

Another edition from that of Amfterdam 
had bsen printed at Paris, in 1708, and a 
tranfladon of this book into Low-Dutch waa 
alfd printed at Rotterdam, in 1608, 8vo. 

Our author appears to hatre the fuccefs of 
his^ method^ mu& at heart, and had a great' 
opinion of it: which he exprefles to his fnend- 
l&r. Mdlyneuxin the following manner. 

I am extiemclv glad to hear, that von 
IhWe^nd any good eSefis of my method on 
your fon. I mould be glad to hear the parti- 
culars y for, though I have feen the fuccefs of 

it> 
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it« in the child of the lady in whole hoefe i 
ani9 whofe mother has taught him .Ladn^ 
without knowing it herfidf when the began» 

' yet I would be glad to have other inftancefi ; 
oecaufc Tome meoj who cannot endure any 
thing Ihoold be mended in the world by anew 
method, obje&, 1 hear, that my way of edu- 
cation is unpraQicable. But this I can afliire • 
you, that the child above-mention^, hut nine 
years old in June laft* is now reading Qmntui 
Curtius with his mother ; underftands geogra* 
phy and chronology very well, and the Coper- 
nican fyllem of our vortex able to multi* 
ply well, and divide a little ; and all this 
wuhoat ever having had one blow for his book.’’ 

We fee here his method had been, from its 
appearance, obje^cd to as unpradlicable, nor 
has any fabrequent experience cleared it from 
the fame ctniuA. 

As the ill Ante of the filver coin employed 
every body’s thoughts at this time, and indeed 
was become a national concern of the laft im<« 
portance, our author appeared in this public 
cauie ; and^ in 1691, printed Some Confider* 
ations of tne Cpnfequences of lowering of In- 
lereft, and raifing the Value of the 
ney, in a Letter lent to a McmbcT^of Parlia* 
ment. 

This being taken notice of by the minUlry, 
when that amur began to grow i^e for exeou' 
tioD, in 160C, he was confulted upon the oc- 

cafion; 
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oafioii ; when he fiar^d an expedient for fnp* 
plying the neceffities of commerce^ and tne 
exigencies of the people daring the recoinage; 
which was approved and recoinmended by the 
lord Somers. Hereupon king William obfen^- 
ing him to be very capable o? ferving the pub* 
lie, appointed him that year one or the com- 
miflioners of trade and plantations. By this 
means he became engaged in the immediate fer- 
viceof thefiate ; and, with regard to that of the 
church, in order to promote the feheme which 
his majefty had much at heart, of a compre* 
henfion with the Diflenters, he publiihed, the 
fame year, his Treatiie, intituled, The Rea- 
fonablenefs of Chrifiianity, as delivered in the 
Scriptures. 

This piece was likewife tranflated into 
French by Mr. Cofte, and the tw6 Vindtea* 
lions alfo, which were printed at Amllerdam, 
>n 1703, in 8vo. The whole was reprinted 
therein 1715, in two volumes, lamo. 

In this edition, a great many repetitions, 
which are frequent in our author’s ftile, are 
retrenched by the tranilator, who has alfo 
added two difleitations by another ^and ; one 
concerning, The true and only Means of 
reuniting all Chrillians, notwithflanding their 
Differences in Opinion ; and the other, con- 
cerning I'he Religion of a Lady. 

What r^eption this piece met with at its 
•fiift n|4)carancei our author himfelf will uifena 
oa» ina lieucf to Mr. Limborch ; where’ he 

acquaint 
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€c<)u«int6 th»t diviae» that the cleijy of all 
parties were ofiended with it. ** Tbeolo|it 
noftris Urn conformiftis quam nonconformiflis 
difplicere aodios*’* His pro&fled defign ex* 
tends no farther» than to convert the Deifts to 
Chriftianix/t by fhewing ihem^ that* in order 
to become Chriftiao8» nothing mote was necefii 
fary, than to bdkve jefus to be the Meflias : 
but, as he acknowledges that this deiign una* 
voidably led hinf to confider fevcral . other 
points, as, particularly, the do&rine of origi* 
nal fin, and the mediatorial office of Chrift; 
fo, in explaining thefe, hcexprefled himfelf in 
fuch a manner, as brought him into the fafpi- 
cion of Socinianifm ; which, even Mr. Lim* 
borch, and other friends of our author in Hoi* 
land, confeiTcd, in cfieft, he had given too 
much reaibn for it. 

But this doflrine of ojir author’s had 
wife its abettor^ ; among whom was Mr, Sa-« 
Qiuel Bold, re£tor of Steeple, in Dorfecfliirei 
who, in 1697, publiihed a piece, ia Svo, in* 
titulfd, The Knowledge of CJiriil Jefiis. To 
which are added. Some Paflages in the Rea* 
fonableneiV of Chriftianity, and its Vindica* 
cion ; witn (bme Animadverfions on Mr. Ed- 
wards’s RcBeOions on tho'^ Reafonablcnefi of 
Chrifiianity ; and on bis book indtuled, Soci* 
nianifm Unmaiked, 

This writer having intimated oor author’s 
defign to unite all Chriftiaos into onu compafl 
body, recommends it in the warmeft terms, 

not 
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not withoist pafliog a levere cenfure upon a9 
its cppoftrs. 

In fiiort,*’ fays he^ ** if the Reafonable-* 
nefs of Cbriftianity, as delivered in the Scrip* 
tores, dodi merit no woHe a charafler on any 
other account, than it doth joftly deferve be« 
canfe it advanceth and fo firfiy proveth this 
pointy that Chrift and his apollles did not 
propound any article as neceltary to be believed^ 
so make a man a Chriftian, but this. That 
Jefas is the Chrift, or MefTias ; I think it may 
be reputed one of the beft books that hath 
been publiflied for at Icaft fixteen hundred 
years.” 

This book, howevert being attacked, in 
1696, as we have already hinted, b;^ Mr. Ed- 
wards, in his Socinian Unmafked, Mr. Locke 
wrote two Vindications of his do^rine ayainR 
that author’s charge the fame year ; and was 
Scarcely difenga^ed from this controverfy be- 
fore he entered into another on the following 
eccafion. 

Mr. Toland, in his Chridianity |iot myfte- 
rioos, and feveral treatifes being pirblHhed at 
the fame time by the Uninriins, maintaining, 
that there was nothing in the Chriftian reli- 
gion but whdt was clearly inteUigiblei Dr. Stil- 
Engfleet, in 1697, publiflied A Defence of 
the DoArine of the Trini^ ; wherein he cen- 
fured fo»e paflages i« the juft mentioned Eflay 
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ifts tending to fubvert the fundamcnul artick*s 
of Chrillianity. An anfwer to this charge was 
immediately wrote by our author ; to which 
the bilhop replied ; and the controverfy was 
carried on the following year^ 1698. when it 
ended by the death of the latter. 

This difpute confifls of five letter?, two by 
the bilhop and three by oar author. In «the 
lall of.whieh, befides other incident matters, 
he explains at large his fendments concerning 
certainty by reafon, certainty by ideas, and 
certainty of faith ; the refurredlion of the feme 
body, and the immortality of the foul ; ihews 
the confiilency of his opinion in ihcfe points 
with the articles of faith ; and clears himfelf 
from the charge of feeplidfm. 

Mr. Des Imizeaux, from whom we borrow 
this, ob(!rves that Mr. Locke was generally 
allowed to haye had the better of the bifhop 
in the difpute, who had not coniidered thete 
points fo thoroughly as his antagoniil. How- 
ever that be, kis certain, that an abltraA 
of this difpute being puUifhed in the Nou- 
veiled de la Republique dcs Lettres, it came 
thereby to Mr. Bayle, who toon after ex- 
prelTed himfelf of the fame opinion, that is^ 
as to the arguments produced byeath ib proof 
of the points in dimute; but this ifioft be 
carefully diftinguifhed from the real truth of 
thofe points, with regard to fomeOfthefe, at 
leaft, tor inftance, the immortality of the foul* 
In the explanation of Which, Mr. Locke had 

VoL.A. 1- aflerted 
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averted the pofllbility. of matter]^ thinkings 
and at the fame time allowed the iheompre- 
henfibility of it. 

Mr. Bayle having made his own ufe of that 
conceflion. proceeds to obferve, that the ouef- 
tion. Whether the foul of man is diftinft from 
matter ? makes a part of the famous difpute 
between Dr. Stillingfieet and Mr. Locke. 
The firft maintained* that matter is inc^able 
of thought, and thereby became the defender 
of a fundamental ardcleof philofophical ortho* 
doxy. He made ufe of this argument among 
others, that we cannot conceive how matter 
can think. Mr. Locke admits this principle 
to be true, and contents himfelf with denying 
the confequence ; for he aflerts, that God can 
do things which are incomprchcnfible to hu* 
man underflanding. He then proceeds to give 
our author*8 reafoning upon this principle, and 
proceeds thus. ^ 

Here is a formal confeffion of the incompre- 
henfibility of the thing, and a recourfe to the 
extent of God’s power with regard to eiFefts 
which are beyond the limits of our under* 
Handing. 

Itis much after the fame manner,'continue8 
h^ltdicaling the argument, that the febool* 
men luppofe there is in creatures ah obedi- 
ential power, by which God might raife them, 
if he pealed, to any ftate whatever ; a ftone 
might become capable of the beatific vifion, 
gad a drop of water night become capable of 

wa^g 
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away all the pollution of original fin.- 
Take notice^ that, to refute this obediential 
power in matter with refpeft to knovledgCp 
we may urge a proof which it does not appear 
Dr. StUlingfleet has made ufe of. 

It has always feemed to me very proper to 
Ihew the impoffibility of joining together the 
three dimenuons and thought in the fame Tub- 
jed. You will find the fubftance of this proof 
in the books which I cite. To purfue Uiat ar- 
gument, would carry us much beyond the li- 
mits which we have fet to this remark, efpe- 
dally as it would lead us unavoidably to exa« 
mine another notion imputed to Mr. Locke 
among others, concerning the manner of God^s 
omniprefeace, by a diffiifion of his fubftance. 
Wc (hall content ourfelves at prefent with ch^ 
ferving, that the unphilofophicalncfs, as well 
as ablurdity, of feeking recourfe in God’s 
omnipotence for the noflibility of thoughts 
being fuperadded to (ome fyftems of matter 
properly dlfpofed, has been fufficienily evinc- 
ed by Dr. Clarke. But there is another [mine 
in this fttbjefi, which we ought not to omit. 

In the {hird letter to the oilhop now under 
confideration, our author particularly ii^ults^ 
hislordfhip, who aiTerting that * it takes 
very much from the evidence of inimortality, 
if it depends wholly upon God’s giving that, 
which^ of its own nature, it is not capable 
of/ « This,” fays our author, “ I could 
not have imagined to find io a hook written in 
1 a defence 
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defence of the inyftcry of the Holy Trinity 
and then makes the following reply. ** Any 
dne*s not teing able to demonfirate the foul to 
be Immaterial, takes off not very much, nor 
at all, from the evidence of its immortality* 
if God has levealed that it fiiall be immortal, 
becaufe the veracity of God is a demohihracion 
of the truth of what he has revealed ; and, in 
a clear demonfiration, there is as much evi- 
dence as aViy truth can have that is not felf 
evident.’* 

Here the Ibphifm is notorious, in calling 
feripture-proof a demonRratlon, which is not 
petended to rife abov'e a moral certainty, or a 
sufficient probability ; and therefore it un- 
doubtedly admits of degrees, and mud needs 
be lefs, where there is no interna} evidence 
from the nature of the thing. 

Upon this account, we le<^, St. Paul did 
not think it enough barely to declare the re* 
furredion and immortality of the body, but 
took pains to inforce the credibility of it, by 
an argument drawn from the analogy of na- 
ture i whereas, that of the foul is rather fup- 

J ofed than proved, wherever its arndidon of 
appinefs or mtlery in that date is explained. 
This was the taft ditie our author employed 
the prefs. The alQitna, to which he had beeh 
long ihbjcft, inCreafrng with his years, began 
now to fubdUe his conflitudon, and rendeitd 
very infirm ; and, in 1700, he reiigned 
bis feat at the bbaXd of trade, becahfe lie coord 
- ‘ no 
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no longer bear ihe air of London on accouM 
of that diforder. 

^Trom this time he ccncinued altogether ac 
Oates» in which agreeable recirement, he em- 
ployed the remaining laft years of bis life en« 
tirely in the Audy of the Holy Scriptures. 
His Arength began to fail more r^arkably 
than it had done at the entrance of the Turn- 
jner before his death, a feafon, which, in 
former years, had always rcAored him fome 
degrees of Arcngth. 

1 his nude hiiTi fo very fen Able of his ap- 
proaching di Ablution, that, though he neg- 
ic^led none of thefe nieans which his ikill in 
phytic had taught him to prolong hisdife^ 
yet this was done without calling in any other 
affiAance. Ac length his legs begg^ to fweiU 
and thatiymptom daily increaAug, bis Arena th 
dimioilhcd very vifibly. He had often before 
this Ipoken of liis departure, and always with 
great compofure ; and now plainly difeerning 
how Anrt a time he had to' live, he prepared- 
to quit the world. 

As he was incapable for a confiderablp' 
time of ^oing to church, he thought proper 
to receive the Sacrament at hbmd ; and two of 
his fiiends communicating with hinv Tocii 
as the oiFice was fimAred ne told the minifior, 
that he was iu the fent^nients of perfefl: charUy 
towards all men, and of a fincerc uidoji with 
the chuich of ChiiA under whatever naiTc 
dlttinguifecd. 

I l£c 
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He lived fome months after this $ which time 
he fpent in afls of piety and devotion ; and, 
the day before his death, lady Mafliam being 
alone with him, and fitting by his bed-fidc. he 
exhoited her to regard this world only as a ftate 
of preparation for a better ; adding, that he 
had lived long enough, and thanked God for 
having pafed his life fo happily. 

He had no Hcep that night, and refolvtd to 
try to rife the next morning, as he did ; and^ 
tding carried into his ftudy, he was placed in 
an eafy cliair, where he flept a confiderable 
while at different times ; and feeming to be a 
little refreihed, he would bedreffed as he ufed 
to be ^ and then defired the lady Mafliam, who 
w'as reading the Pfalms low while he was drefl- 
ing)t to read aloud. She did fo ; and he ap« 
peared very attentive, till, feeling the approach 
of death, he begged of her lady Qiip to break off, 
and in a few minutes expired, on che twenty* 
eighth of Oflober, 1704, in the feventy- third 
year of bis age. 

He was interred in the church of Oates, 
where there is a decent monument crefled to 
his memory, with an infeription^in Latin, 
wrote by htmfelf, containing all he thought 
proper to leave concerning his character ; but 
a more particular' one was firfl publiihed by 
Mr. Peter Cofle, whom we have frequently 
mentioned ; be had known him long, and, 
ibme few years before he died, had lived with 
him an as amanuenffs. This his Character w^as 

afterwaids 
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afterwards republiihcd by Mr. Des Maiaeaux. 
Spnie particulars of this have already been 
taken notice of in the courfe of this Memoir ; 
but, as many others were afterwards contra- 
il i fled by Mr. Code hlmfelf, to infert the 
whole would be to abufe the reader. We (hail 
therefore lay before him only fuch parts as we 
apprehend to have been lead controverted ; 
which are as follow : 

** Mr. Locke had great knowledge of the 
world, and of the bufinefs of it. He won 
people’s edeem by his probity ; his wifiiom, 
his experience, his gentle and obliging man- 
ners, gained him the refpefl of his inferiors, 
the emem of his equals, the friendfliip and 
confidence of thofe or the highed quality/i Me 
was at fird, pretty much difpofed to give ad- 
vice, where thought it was wanted ; but 
experience of the little edeft it had, made 
him grow more reierved. In converfation, he 
was mod inclined to the ufcful and ferious 
turn; but, when occafion naturally offered , 
he gave into the free and facetious with plea- 
fare, and, was mader of a great many enter- 
taining dories, which he sdways introduced 
properly, and told naturally ; nor was he any 
enemy to raillery when delicate and innocent. 

** He loved to talk with mechanics in their 
own way ; and ufed to fay, Th.it the know- 
ledge of the arts contained more true philofo- 
phy than learned hypothefes. By putting 
t 4 qnelIioi.s 
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^uollicns to artiliccrs, he would fometl/ncs 
£i.d out a fccrcc in their art, not well under* 
flood iy themfelvfs ; and by that means give 
them^ views entirely new, which they put in 
praAicc to their profift 

** He was fo far from affefiing any airs of 
fiudied gravity, that would (bmetimes di- 
vert himfelf with imitating it, in order to ri* 
dicule it with better fuccc/s. Upon thefe occa* 
iions, he always remembered this maxim of 
Kochcfaucanlc, which he admired above all 
others, ‘ That gra\ity is a myftery of the bo- 
dy, in order to conceal the defc£ls of the 
mind.’ 

One thing (continues Mr. Code) which 
thofe who lived any time with Mr. Locke 
could not help obferving in him, was, that he 
took delight in making ufe of his jreafon in 
every thing he did ^ and nothing that was at- 
tended witn any ufcfulncrs fgemt'd unworthy of 
his care ; fo chat we may fay of him what was 
fuid of ijueen Elizabeth, that he was no Icfs 
capable of fmall tbinga than of great. He 
often ufed to fay himfeif. That there was an 
art in every thing ; and it was ca^y to be con- 
\it\ced of it, to fee the manner in which he 
went about the moil trifling thing be did, and 
always with fomc good rcakm.’^ 

Bat the higheft eulogium upon him wt*s that 
of the laic queen Caroline, who, on having 
citcltJ a pavilion ju honour of plii’ofophy, 

pketd 
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placed therein our author’s bull, on a level 
with Bacon, Newton, and Clarke, as the four 
prime Engliih philofophers. 

In the latter end of his life, he contraAed a 
fricndlhip with Anthony Collins, elq. and Iclr 
him n tcmarkable letter to be delivered after 
his death. It was dated Auguft 25, 1704, 
and diic^kd. 

For Anthony Collin?, cfi|. to be delivered 
after my dectale. 


Dear 

** B Y my Will you will fee, iliat I had fi)iViC 

kindr.cfi fer { awd 1 know no befier 

way tr i:«kc care ofhiin, ilian to put him, and 
what 1 dciiguU for him, into'your bands^ and 
nianarcnicnt. ^ 

“ "I’hc knowle J^^o 1 have of your virtue of 
all kinJ-;, ft cures the trial which, by your 
penniilmn, I hr.ve pi ced in you ; and the p-* 
cuilitr cfiecin and love I h,;vc observed in tf-f 
young man for you, will difpole him to be 
ruled ant[ influenced by you ; fo that of that i 
need fay nc thing. But there is one thing whieV 
1 ! i*, r.cccSury for me to iecomt»cnd to youjr 
cfpecial care and memory, 

•* M:iy you live long and happy in the enjuy- 
meni of health, firedom, content, and all ihol'c 
blcCngc which Providence has beftowed on you* 
1 and 



178 BRITISH PLUTARCH, 
and your virtue intitles you ta. You loved me 
iiviDg> and will preferve my memory now I am 
dead. All the ufe to be m%de of it is, that, 
This Life is a Scene of Vanity, that foon 

f ades away, and affords no Solid Satisfaction, 
ut in the Conrcioii^ncfs of doing well> and iu 
the Hopes; of another Life. This is what I 
can lay, upon Experience, what you will find 
CO be true when you come to make up the ac- 
count. 

Adieu. 

I leave my bell wilhes with you. 

» 

, ** John Locke.^ 

The latter part of this letter, viz. May 
you live long, S:c. was printed by Mr. Whif- 
ten in the poftfeript to his Reiiedtions on an 
aimnymotts pamphlet, iniitled, ,A Difeourfe (>4' 
Free- thinking, in 1715, 8vo. and again ft the 
end of his Lift of Suppofitions and Ailcrtions 
i I ih.* late Difeourfe of the Grounds and Rea- 
ibn of the Chriftian Religion, which are not 
therein fupported by any real and authentic 
evidence, for which (ome fuch evidence is 
cxpefled to he produced. London, 1724, Svo. 
Mr. Whiftom’s defign is to confront Mr. Col- 
lins With the teftimony of his friend in fa%’Ottr 
of Revealed Religion. 

In the fame spirit Mr. Warburton, who 
does nothing by halves, reproaches Mr. Col- 
lins 
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tins wiih the firtt part, but lord Sbaftelbuiy 
with the latter part, of ihu their fricod’* 
letter. 

Mr. Locke,” fays he in an addrefs to the 
Free thinkers, “the glory of this age, and the 
bleffing of futurity, Ihews us, in the treatmwt 
he received from his friend and his popil, 
what a believer is to expeS from you. It 
was enough to provoke their fplecn, that he 
had ftiewn the reafonablcnefi, of Chriftianity, 
and had placed all his hopes of happinefs m 
another life. The intinuicy between iiim and 
Mr. Collins is well known. Mr. Collins ap- 
peats to have idoliwd Mr. Locke while living, 
and Mr. Loc^e was convinced Mr, Collins 
would preferve his memory when dead. But 
no foonV was he gone, than Mr. Collins pub> 
licly infulted a notion of his concerning the 
poffibility of conceiving how matter might lirft 
U made and begin to be ; and goes atfeaedly 
out of his way to do it. The noble author 
of the Charaaeriftics had received part of his 
education from this great philofopher ; and it 
mull be owned, that this lord had many ex- 
cellent t^alides, both as a man and as a writer . 
He was temperate, challe, honcll, and a lover 
of his country. In his writings he has Ihewn, 
how largely he had imbibed the deep fenfe, 
and bow naturally he could copy the graceful 
manner, of Plato. How far Mr. Locke had 
contribute^ to the cultivating of thefe good 
i (t qaaliiiea 



t 6 o BRITISH PLUTARCH, 
qualities I will not enquire ; bat that invcte^ 
race rancour with which he indulged Chriili- 
unity, Tt is certain he had not from him« It 
was Mr. Locke’s love of hiin« that fecms 
chiefly to expofe him to his pupil’s bitteretl 
infults. One of the mod precious remains of 
the true piety of this incomparable man are 
his laft words to Mr. Collins.^’ 

He then tranferibes the latter part of the 
juft died letter^ and proceeds in thelc terms.’* 

One would imagine, that, if '?vei the 
parting breath of pious men, or the lall pie- 
cepts of dying j^hilcfophers could claim the 
reverence of'their foivivors this iiicftimable 
monument of fricndftiip and religion had been 
fccure from outrage ; yet hear in bow un- 
worthy, how cruel a manner his noble dil- 
dp!e apoftiophize/’him on this occafion. 

rhilofbpbcr, let me henr, concerning 
life, what the right notion is; and what 1 am 
to fliind to upon occafion j that I may nor^ 
when life feems retiiing, or has run iilelf out 
to the ve-y dregs, cry Vanity ! condemn the 
woild, and at the fame time complain, That 
life h ftiori and palfing ; for why fo (l)ort, in- 
deed, if not found rweet I Why do J com- 
plain both wayr? Js vanity, mccr vauitv, a 
happinefs ? or, Can inifcry pafj away too 
CharAclcriflkkf, \'ol I. p- 302. 3d 



JOHN LOCKE. ifi 

** I Kii-l leave the (Irong reflexions thatna- 
turally arife frooi hence to the reader, who, I 
am furc, will be before hand with me in juclg* 
ing, that Mr. Locke had reaibn to condemn a 
world that afforded fuch a pupil.” 

The Pofthumoos Works of our author are fo 
well known, that we think it quite unoecef* 
Csry to mention them. 


x.ii{ 


T H F. 
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TUB L1F£ OF 


John Campbel. 


J OHN CAMPBEL, dalcc of Argyk, 
was born on the tenth of OAober, 1678 ; 
and, the very day his grandfather fufFcrtd at 
Edinburgh, fell out of a window three pair of 
itairs Ixigh, without receiving any hurt. 

He early difcovercd a folid, penetrating 
judgment, and ready %vic ; but toon taking a 
liking to the army, he did not plunge fo far 
into the depth of icience as he might otherwife 
have done, though, before he was fifteen, he 
had made a great progreis in ckflical learn- 
ing, and feme branches of philofophy : but, 
when he came to riper years, he retrieved what 
he had not attended to To llriAIy in bis voutb; 
by reading the belt authors, with the know- 
ledge of mankind he had acquired by being 
early engaged in affairs of the greatefl'import- 
ance, he was enabled to give that luilre to bis 
n'atural parts, which ihone forth on (b. many 
occaiions. 

In 1694, when not full feventeen years o 
age, king William gave him the command 0 f 
a regiments 

Hi» 
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' His father, the firft duke of ArgylCf dying 
in 1703, hU grace was foon after iworn of hS 
majcAy’s priV3r*eoancft, appoint^ captain of 
Scotch horfe-guards, and one of tike extra* 
ordinary lords of fedion. 

In 17049 he was ioAalled one of the knights 
oftheThiAte; and, in 170^, his grate wai 
made a peer of England, by the title of baron 
of Chatham, and earl of Greenwich. 

At the brittle of Ramilixes. in 1706. Iiij 
grace aflifted as brigadier-general; and, tho* 
But a young man, gave fignal proofs of his 
valour and condud. He allb commanded at 


the (iege of OAend. as brigadier- general; and 
in the fame Aation at that of Menin ; and was 
in the a£Hon of Oudenard, in 1708. At the 
fiege of Ghent, in the fame year, he com- 
manded as major-general, and took poflclTton 
of the town. 


In 1709. at thefiegeofToumay, which was 
carried on by three attacks, he commanded ’ 
one of them, in quality of liee tenant general, 
which he had been ap^inted in April before. 
At the bloody battle or Malplaq^uet. the fame 
Year, the duke of Argyle was ordered, to dif* 
lodge the enemy from the wood of Bart : 
which he execoted wkh great bravery and re- 
folotion, pierced through it. and gained a con- 
Aderablc poll ; but narrowly efcaped, having 
fttreral mi^et-ballf through his cloaths, liai, 
and perriwig. 

In 1711, he was appointed ambaflSidor^- 
traordinary to king Charles 111 , of Spain, aud 


gene** 



rl4. BRITISH PLUTARCH. 
geoeraUSiiio of the Bf itifli farces in that king* 
doin. 

On the eighth of September^ 1712, th^ 
ceiTation of arms between Great-Britaio and- 
France, w'as notified to the imperial general ; 
upon which the duke of Argyle failed with the 
Eogtifh troops to Portmanon ; where, when 
he arrived, he caufed the emperor’s colours to 
be taken down, and the Brittfh to be hoifted 
on the feveral caftlcs of that lAand ; the go- 
vernor refuGng to take an oath of fidelity to 
her majeily. had leave to retire^ but the reft 
of the magifirates complied* 

After his grace’s return into England, he 
did not remain long in the favour of the mi« 
niilry, and heartily joined in oppofing all fe- 
tret intrigues againti the proteitant fucceflion ; 
and, in 1713-14, on the fourth of cMarch, 
the duke was deprived of all the employments 
he had under the crown. • 

I muft now return back to the civil employ- 
ments of his giacc* In 1705, the minifiry 
being very d^^fu ous of an union between the 
two kingdoms, his grace was appointed her 
majcliy’s high-commiflloner to the next fefiiQn 
of the Scotc)) parliament. « ^ 

In 1713, his grace made a fpeech in the 
boufe of lord:*, for dififolvlng the union, occa- 
fipned by a malt-bill being brought into the 
hoofe for Scotland ; which was carried in the 
negative by four \oicc$ only. 

In 171 s * the duke %vas made general of the 
forces againfl the rebels ; and went tO'Edin* 

burgh, 
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burghj where he publiChed a procUmatioo for' 
increafsng the fcrcet ; from whence he maiched 
^ (icith, and fammoned thecttadej» into which 
ttrig* M^lotoih bad rccired» to Airrender ; bur. 
upon M’IntoIh fending anrwer, that be was 
determined to hold out, and neither to give 
nor take quarter, if they engaged, the dukf^ 
who could not carry the place for want of ar* 
tillcry, thought proper to retire, and return 
to pdinburgn. 

I ihall not eofer into the particulars of this 
rebellion ; during the courfe of which, his 
grace exerted himfelf in the mofl proper man- 
ner, againft the enemies of his majefty 
Qcorge and the proteftant &ccei&on ; ant^ 
after haying put the army into winter-quar- 
ters, he returned to London, and arrived thf re 


on ihe^fixtb of March, and was rooft graci* 
oufly received by his inajeAy ; but, in a few 
months, to the furpiize of all mankind,' he 
wa^ turned out of ail his places ; the ttafon for 
which is not to be nAigned, without it was his 
grace’s merciful difpoiition. But. the prince 
of Wales was pleafcd to expreis an efteem fof 
him which continued maiiy years, both while 
he wayiinc!er the dilpleakire of his majefly^d 
after tie reconciliation. " ' ^ 

Bur to go back to his grace’s eonduA 
parlisfuent. In June, 1715, when the famous 
fchlfm bill was brought into the houfeof lordi, 
he op^fed it with great zeal and Arength of 
l^gumnt. In the debate on the znutiny«bill. 
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be oppofed’aay extenfien of the militaiy power* 
and urged the reduftion of forces. » 

In the beginning of hiigr^ 

was again admitted into his maj^y’s fitfour, 
who was pleafed to appoint him lord.fteward 
of his houfehold, and to create him duke of 
Greenwich. 

On -tms occafion the following compliment 
^as made him by the reverend Mr. James 
Ward ; which, as it will fliew the high efteem 
be was held in 1^ all ranks of people at the 
time, we fliall ialert. 

Mtndlefs of fate, in theft low vile abodes. 
Tyrants have oft nfarp’d the name of Gods ; 
Bot, that the Mortal might be thought Divine, 
The Herald foait new-modell’d all hij line ; 
And vena] priefts, with well>difleinbled lye. 
Preambled to the crowd the mimic Dmty. 

Not fo great Saturn's fon, imperial Jove, 
He reigns, un^eflion'd, in his realms above; 
No title from Defcent He need infer, 

Hit red right arm proclaims the Thunderer, 

* This, Campbel, be thy pride, ill }ftrioa4 
peer! 

ABke to Ibinc diftinguiih’d in your fphe.^ : 

AB Merit but Your Own Yon may difdsio, - 
And Kings have been your Anceftors in vain. 
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When the afiair of captain Poiteons wasde* 
^ted in the honfe of lords, be flood up zea* 
■Anllv in defence of the liberties dF the city of 
Edinourgh. In 17399 when the convention 
of Spain was brought ^fore the houfe, for their 
approbation, he Ipoke with warmth againft it, 
and in the fame feflion oppofed a vote of credit, 
as there was no limited lum in the meflage (ent 
by his majefty. 

On the fifteenth of April, 1740, the honfe 
took into confideration the flate of the natioit ^ 


upon which cccafion his grace made a fet 
fpeech ; wherein he laid forth, with mat 
flrength of argument, the mifeonduft of the 
miniftry, (hewing a tender regard for the per* 
fon of his fovereign, while he exerted an nn* 
feigned zeal for the good of the community.— 
Soon after his grace was'difmifled from all kia 
employments. 

Upon the eleAion of a new parliament, on • 
the application of the city of Edinbsrgh, and 
feveral corporations, who addrefled him ia 
form at that time, he pointed out to them^ 
men ^ fleady, honefl, and loyal principles^ 
and in&pendent fortunes ; and, where he had 
any inttreft, he endeavoured to prevail with 
the elwors to chufe fuch men. 

. parliament was opened, the sni* 

niflerlfound he had not influence to mamcani 
hisgr^d ; and a parliamentary cm|iriry1nlo 
his ccmSji^was fet on foot; be was difchaiged 
his wXTTnd created a peer, with the ddO of 
earlmf Orford, 

Tte 
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Tb^ duke, who was now become the dar« 
ling' of the people» was reflored to all liis 
places ; boe, in a few months artenvardsf 
sng that tbe fame sneafores were going to be 
purfued as before, he xefigned them all ttatn. 
From this time he lived retired, and ajSoclcd 
privacy. 

His grace had been, for many years, feized 
with a paralytic diforder, which no w encreafed, 
and he lingered on till the third of September, 
174^, when he departed this life. 

His grace married, when young, Mary, 
daughter of John Brown, efq. and niece of fir 
Chailes Duncomb, Iord*mayor of London ; 
but file dying in 1708, without iiTue, he mar- 
ried Jane, daughter of Thomas Warburton, 
.of Vyiomn^ton, in Chefhirc, efa. By hec 
he had four daughters; tbe cldeii of which 
married the earl of Dalkeith, fon and heir- 
apparent to tlm duke of Buccleueh ; and the 
fecond to the carl of Strafford ; ootb in his 
life-time. 

His grace was a tender father, and an indul- 
gmt mailer ; was delicate in the choice of his 
triends, but when chofen, very cojuant to 
aheip ; hq WH flow of promifiag favour's ; but 
when promifod, the performance wai fore ; 
thqiigh he often cbole rather to purcliaijs pre- 
ferment for his relmions than alk it. 

^ lie W45 naturally compailionace to alj man- 
kind ; and, when he met tbe man of ^Srit in 
Wapt^ hbiipty was very exteuu^rj^ nor 
• ' \ Quid 
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<wooId he keep the nan he waa either tillable 
or unwilling to ferve in Aifpeiice. ^ 

^He prelerved a dignity in his behavionr 
which was often wrongfully millook for pride; 
but he was naturally &etiou8| which he gave 
way to amongft his feleft friends. 

There has been a noble monument eroded 
in Wellminfter-abbey to his memoi^. Sir Wil. 
liam Fermor, while his grace was living, hav> 
ing left five hundred pounds to defray the ex- 
pence of it, out of the regard he had for that 
great general and true patriot. 


End of the Tenth Volvmb, 
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